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With this great spirit of loyalty to public interests there was
combined a degree of talent in advocacy which amounted to
genius itself. I shall not need to recite his life's story or the
commanding incidents of his public career. They have been pre-
sented by others. But Maryland was proud, almost immoder-
ately proud, of his prowess in debate. She had had others in
ihis House or the Senate of whose brilliancy she was proud; and
the Nation was proud. He sustained, and splendidly sustained,
her past glory and brought her added glory with the recurring
years. She knew how to judge and compare great men in the
public service. For had she not reared at least her share and
devoted them to the Nation's service? There was Pinckney;
there was Henry Winter Davis; and then Ismor RAYNER.

He has gone with them, but his glory remains here with
theirs. It is good and is as imperishable as the spirit of loyalty
to the public.

Mr. KONIG., Mr. Speaker, Isipor RAYNER is dead. His work is
done. Our action to-day can neither brighten nor tarnish his fame.
Baut, sir, the beauty of the custom is its defense—to gather here in
ihe workshop of a departed worker and here on the day of rest
for those of us who are still in the struggle remind one another
of the accomplishments of him who has gone to his eternal rest.

Senator RAYNER was a leader in the Senate; he was a leader
in the House; he was a leader at the bar of Maryland. Wher-
ever he served, there he led; and he led because he deserved to
lead. Endowed with a genius for oratory, imbued with high
ambition, gifted with strong intelligence and remarkable indus-
try, and possessed of great wealth, Senator RAYNER soon took
his place among the men at the top.

But, Mr. Speaker, I revere the memory of Isipor RAYSER not
becanse he got to the top, but I revere his memory because
wherever he served he served with fidelily and honesty. Men
deserve honor only as they are faithful and honest, albeit they
may have fame and notoriety as they are successful. But for
a vagary of fortune the unknown sailor at the mast might
have been the famed admiral on the bridge, and the obscure sol-
dier in the ranks might have been the heralded general at the
front, the sweating toiler the proud captain of industry, and
the humble voter the exalted magistrate. Fortune favors, and
we are famous; fortune frowns, and we are obscure.

Whether fortune enables us to become famous or keeps us
obgcure, we have it within us to say whether we shall be hon-
est or dishonest, faithful or unfaithful; and accordingly as
we choose do we deserve the approval or the disapproval of
our fellow men. And, after all, what difference does it make
whether we are remembered with the world’s great men or
forgotten with its men unknown? It may well be that we all
in playing our little parts are but deceiving ourselves with our
seriousness; that we, with our heavy trifling, are the sport of
some genius to us as inconceivable as it is unknown.

But, taking oursclves as we find ourselves, there is no man
with an ambition fo attain anything who does not as soon as
he attains it finds himself possessed of an ambition to attain
something else above and beyond it, and the which if he does
not attain leaves him as much unsatisfied as if his first ambi-
tion had not been realized. Such is the nature of human effort
and ambition ; perhaps it is well that it is so.

This fact of human history teaches us all a lesson, no matter
what may be our station in life, our lot, or our fortune; if we do
our duty honestly and faithfully we need envy no man, no matter
what his wealth or what his position. There isno top rungto the
ladder. Positlon, wealth, and parts are not in themselves happi-
ness, but, on the contrary, they are oftentimes sources of unhap-
piness. The wise man tempers his ambition with contentment.

Ismor RayNer served his country well and faithfully; let us
pray God that we may do likewise. The great majority of us can
not hope to be as famed as Senator RAy~eR, but we all can hope
and endeavor to leave behind us that which our late lamented
friend left behind him, a reputation for honesty and fidelity.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
Members of the Maryland delegation and of the House have
one week in which to print remarks on the subject of the life,
character, and public services of the late Senator RAYNER.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland
asks unanimous consent that the Members of the House from
Maryland and other Members of the House have unanimous
consent fo print remarks in the Recorp at any time within one
week. If there be no objection it will be so ordered.

There was no objection.

And then, in accordance with the resolution previously
adopted and as a further mark of respect to the memory of the
late Senator RAYNER, the House (at 12 o’clock and 44 minutes
p. m.) adjourned uutil to-morrow, Monday, February 3, 1913,
at 12 o'clock noon.
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

Mr. BacoN took the chair as President pro tempore under
the order of the Senate of December 16, 1012,

The Secretary proceeded to read lhe Journal of the proceed-
ings of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. Curroam and by
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with und
the Journal was approved.

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr. CULLOM. Out of order, I ask leave to eall up the bill
(8. 8182) granting to the Inter City Bridge Co., its successors
and assigns, the right to construct, acquire, mniulain, and op-
erate a railway bridge across the Mississippi River. It will
take only a minute to pass it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois
asks unanimous consent for the present congideration of the bill
indicated by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.
The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have just entéred the Cham-
gflii Is there a request for the present consideration of this

.The PRESIDENT pro tempore There is.

Mr. CUMMINS. I wish to have an opportunity to examine it
before it is put on its passage.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Iowa that the bill has been taken up by unani-
mous consent, but that does not——

Mr. CULLOM. I am willing that the bLill shall go over if the
Senator from Iowa wants to look at it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Lill will go over upon
the request of the Senator from Iowa.

SENATORS FROM TENNESSEE AND TEXAS. |

Mr. SANDERS presented the credentials of WiLLiAM ROBERT
Weee, chosen by the Legislature of the State of Tennessee a'
Senator from that State for the remainder of the term ending
March 3, 1913, in the room and stead of NEWELL SANDERS, heres
tofore appointed by the governor of Tennessee as the successor
of Robert I. Taylor, deceased, which were read and orderetf
to be filed.

Mr. CULBERSON presented the credentials of Morris Soep-
PARD, chosen by the Legislature of the State of Texas a Senator
from that State for the unexpired portion of the term of Ion.
Joseph W, Bailey ending March 3, 1913, which were read and
ordered to be filed.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator elect from Texas is present
and ready to take the oath of office.

Mr. LEA. The Senator elect from Teunessee is in the Cham-
ber and ready to take the oath of office. I

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Scnators clect will pre-
sent themselves at the desk for that purpose.

Mr. Smpeppakp and Mr. Wees advanced to the Vice Presi-
dent's desk, escorted by Mr. CuvreersoN and Mr. Lea, respec-
tively, and the oath prescribed by law having been administered
to them, they took their seats in the Senate.

CALLING OF THE ROLL.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will proceed
to call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll,
answered to their names:

4

and the following Scnators

Ashurst Cullom Lea Shively
Bacon Cum: Lippitt Bimmons
Bankhead Curtis Bmith, Ariz,
Borah Dillingham McCumber Smith, Ga
Bourne du Pont IcLean Smith, Md.
Bradley Fletcher Martine, N. J. Smith, Mich,
Brandegee Gallinger ers moot
Bristow Gamble O'Gorman Stephenson
Wi Gardner liver Butherland
Burnham Gronna Overman Swanson
Burton Gu&geuheim Owen Thornton
Catron Jackson Page Tillman
o apE Johnson, Me. Perkins Townsend
Clark, Wyo. Johnston, Ala. Perky Warren
Clarke, Ark. Jones Pomerene Webb
Crane Kavanaugh Richardson Wetmore
Crawford Kenyon Root Williams
Culberson La Follette Sheppard Works

Mr. THORNTON. I desire to announce the necessary ab-
sence of my colleague [Mr. Foster] on account of illness in his
family, and also that he is paired with the junior Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. I ask that this announcement may
stand for the day.
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Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. T was requested to state that
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Troxas] is absent from the
city on important business.

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to announce that my colleague
[Mr. MagTix] is detained from the Senate on account of sick-

‘mess, I wish this announcement to stand for the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the call of the roll of
the Senate 72 Senators have answered to their names. A quo-
rum is present.

CREDENTIALS.

Alr. CULBERSON presented the credentials of Morris SilEP-
panp, chosen by the Legislature of the State of Texas a Senator
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1913, which
were read and ordered to be filed.

IMPRISONMENT IN THE ARMY AND NAVY (8. DoC. NO. 1039).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Seeretary of the Navy, transmitting, in
response to a resolution of January 7, a statement of the num-
ber of persons serving in the Navy or Marine Corps of the
United States confined, through sentence of general court-mar-
{lal, during the year 1912, their offenses, term of confinement
imposed in each case, and the prison or cther place of confine-
ment, ete., which with the accompanying papers, was referred
to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed.

REPORT OF WASIHINGTON GAS LIGHT €0. (IT. DOC. NO. 1323).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
annual report of the Washington Gas Light Co. for the year
ended December 31, 1912, which was referred to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia and ordered to be printed.
WASHINGTON & OLD DOMINION RAILWAY Co. (H. DOC. NO. 1334).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an-
nual report of the Washington & Old Dominion Railway Co. for the
yvenr ended December 31, 1912, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed.

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com-
munications from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting certified copies of the findings of fact and con-
clusions filed by the court in the following causes:

John J. Ennis v. United States (Brooklyn Nayvy Yard) (S.
Doc. No. 1057) :

Charles W. Brock. and sundry subnumbered cases, ¥. United
States (Portsmouth Navy Yard, Portsmouth, N. H.) (8. Doc.
No. 1058) ;

Virginia (. Boush, administratrix of Jonathan K. Boush. de-
ceased, and sundry subnumbered cases, . United States (Nor-
folk Navy Yard) (8. Doe. No. 1056) ; and

John W. Parrish v. United States (United States Naval
Academy, Annapolig, Md.) (8. Doc. No. 1053). -

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE IOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C, South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists upon its
amendments to the bill (8. 8035) granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy and of wars other than the Civil War and to ceriein
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, dis-
ngreed to by the Senate; agrees to the conference asked for by
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and had appointed Mr. Ricaarpsox, Mr. Dickson of Mississippi,
and Mr. Woop of New. Jersey managers at the conference on the
part of the House.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (8. 3175) to regulate the immigra-
tion of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United States,
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I present a joint resolution adopted by
the Legislature of South Dakota, which I ask may be read and
referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

The joint resolution was read and referred to the Committee
on Public Lands, as follows:

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA,
DErCARTMENT OF STATE,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Stale of South Dakola, 8s:

I, Frank Glasner, secretary of state of the State of South Dakota, do
hereby certify that the annexed senate joint resolution No. 2 was dul
assed by the 1913 session of the Imﬁgislaturc of the State of Sou

akota, and is now is full force and effect.

In testimony whercof I have hercunto set my hand and affixed the great
gcal of the State of South Dakota this 30th day of January, A. D. 1013,

[SESL.] FRANK GLASNER, Scorctary of Siate.
By J. T. NELsoxN, Assistant Sccretary of State.

A joint resolution requesting the Congress of the United States to
amend the 320-acre homestead law, designated and known as the
Mondell bill, to include the State of South Dakota.

Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dakote (the.

Iouse of Representatives concurring).: SECTION 1:

Whereas there are now in force and effect certain laws enacted by the Con-
gress of the United States granting and giving to citizens the right
to make homestead entry upon 320 and 640 acre tracts of land; an

Whereas certain Government lands sltuate in the State of Nebraska
are affected by the G40-acre homestead law, and certain Government
lands sitoate in the States of \;’Iyommg, Idaho, Montana, Wa on,
Oregon, Utah, Arizona, New Mexico, and Colorado are affected by
the 320-acre homestead law ; and

Whereas Government lands In the State of Sounth Dakota have been
and arec now eliminated from any law giving to citizens the right to

_make homestead entry upon more than 160 acres of land; and

Whereas the gencral classification of the Government lands in South

Dakota compares with the lands in the State so affected by the laws
_aforesaid ; and

Whereas it is just and reasonable, from the nature of conditions, that
the Government lands in the State of South Dakota be included in
the 320-acre homestead act: Therefore be it
Resolved, That we favor and earnestly urge the Congress of the

United States by proper enactment to so amend the 320-acre home-

stead law, known as the Mondell bill, as to include the remaining Gov-

ernment lands suitable for homestead entry situate in the State of

South Dakota; and be it further
Resolved, That we request our Senators and Representatives in Con-

gress to employ thelr best efforts to compass this end.

Mr, CRAWFORD. I present a joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of South Dakota, which I ask may be read and re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs:

The joint resolution was read and referred to the Commitfee
on Indian Affairs, as follows:

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of South Dakota, 8s:

I, Frank Glasner, secretary of state of the Siate of SBouth Dakota, do
hereby certify that the annexed senate joint resolution No. 8 was duly
glssed by the 1913 session of the Legislature of the State of Sout

akota, and is now in full force and effect.

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed the grea
seal of the State of South Dakota this 30th day of January, A. D. 1913.

[8EAL.] FrANE GLASNER,

Beeretary of State,
By J. T. NELSON,
Assistant Secrctary of State.

A jolnt resolution requesting the Secretary of the Interior to take steps
to revise existing rules for the leasing of allotted Indian lands, and
that our Benators and Ilepresentaives in Congress assist In securing
such revision.

Be it resolved by the Senate of the Legislature of the Btale of South
Dakota (the Housc of Representatives concurring), That the Secretary of
the Interior be requested to take needful and necessary steps lookigg to
an Immediate revision of existing rules and regulations promulgated by
him governing the right to lease and the manner of leasing allotted
Indian lands, with a view to securing the more rapid development of the
large areas of unoccupied land now held by Indian allottees of the
various Indian tribes. To the end ihat such object may be speedily
attained, our Benators and Representatives in Congress are earnestily

uested fo lend their aid in securing immediate and favorable con-
sideration thereof.

SEgc. 2, That a cepy hereof be transmiited fo the Secretary of the
Interior and to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress
from the State of South Dakota.

Mr. CRAWFORD presented memorials of the congregations
of the Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Huron, Webster, Aber-
deen, and Florence, all in the State of South Dakota, remon-
strating against the enactment of legislation compelling the
observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Colmn-
bia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, CURTIS. I present a memorial from the Cherokee Freed-
men, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the
Itecorp, as follows:

Memorial of Cherokee Freedmen.

To the honorable Senate and ITouse of Represcatatives of the United
States of America in Congress asscmbled:

Whereas by certain articles of the treaty, made and entered into by and
between the United States of America and the Cherokee Nation, pfo-
claimed August 11, 1866, there were certaln freedmen, free colored

ersons, and their descendants clothed with all the rights of native
“herokees ; and -
Whereas by certain acts of decelt, discrimination, and oppesition on the
art of certain classes of Cherokees and the Cherokee Nation, and
Ey the effect of certain acts of congressional legislation, and by the
acts and doings of certain agents of the Government of the United
States said persons believe and feel that said rights have been
limited, curtailed, abridged, and in various instances overlooked or
ignored, whereby they, as a class and as individuals of a class of
tizens of the Cherokee Nation, have sustained much damage and
received great Injury, and believe themselves entitled to' some form
of redress; an

Whereas gald freedmen, free colored persons, and their descendants,
firmly believing in the right of the people to peaceably assembile for
their own gno(f and apply to those invested with the powers of Gov-

ernment for redress by petition, address, or remonstrance, have or-
ganized themselves together in one band or association under the
name of . Tor the enforcement znd protectlon of all rights
granted them by the aforesaid treaty, and have adopted this method
of making their grievances known and praying for relief.
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Our evances are: )

1. After having been given the right to elect to scttle and llve in cer-
tain designated parts of the Cherokee Nation by article 4 of the treaty
of 1866, said right has been violated, and the enjoyment thereof entirely
defeated by promises and agreements made on the part of the Cherokees,
whieh have not been kept and performed by them.

2. The Cherokee Nation did, about the f'eur 1867, erect large and
costly sehool bulldings, ereate, and for a perlod covering about 16 years,
maintain and support, high schools for the education of their children
out of the funds of the Cherokee Nation to the exclusion of our children.

3. 8Baid nation did ereet and for many ycars maintain and support a
bilnd asylum and orphans’ home out of the funds of said nation to the
exclusion of our perc?le.

4. The Cherokee National Council paszed certain intermarriage laws,
and enforced the same, the effect of which put the Indians directly in
touch with the highest form of American civilization, and gave them
advantages that ecould not have been attained in no other way, to the
exclusion of our people.

5. In the matter of the payment of moneys per capita we believe and
feel that we have been unjustly dealt with, in that some of our ple
whose names appeared upon approved rolls of citizenship in the Chero-
kee Nation were paid and received such payments, while others of the
mumlz mc(llnaa whose names appeared upon the same rolls were paid and
rece none.

6. And certain classes of Cherokees have been permitted, and did by
various attackshby various suits at law, attempt to and at this time
have a suit at law pending caleulated to defeat our property rights in
the Cherokee Nation entirely, thereby putting us to great and useless

nee of time and money.

5. We believe and feel tgat we have been unjustly dealt with in the
matter of the enrollment of our people, some of the members of some of
our families having been duly enrolled as eltizens, while the applications
for the enrollment of others of the same families having the same
gtatns have beem rejected.

8. That the applieations for the enrollment of many of our people
were rejected because of the time limit and the hasty action of the
Becretary of the Interfor and the Dawes Commission in trying to obey
the requirements of the time limit.

9. A large number of our people who were rejected had heen thereto-
fore enrolled by various authorities as citizens of the Cherokee Natlon
had settled in said pation in good fai made lasting and permmeuf
I:Srnvements upon the lands, lived unmolested for from 10 to 30 years,
had exerclsed of the rights of citizenship, and after being rejected
were ejected 8 from and of improvements, leaving
their labor and improvements without compensation.

10. The restrictions u the alienation and incumbrance of our
lands, both adults and ts, have been removed, and the sugdrvisorr
urisdiction of the Government over us and our valuable Inheri lands

as been relinquished all In advance of those of the Indians, and our
people, though eomparatively lowest in polnt of intelligence as a class
of Cherokee citizens, have been left exposed to the greed and grafts of
* the shrewd and unscrupulous hoarders of wealth, who would naturally
be first to appear upon the s and left unfavorably erg)sed to the
attacks of the disgruntled element of the Indian citizens who yet enjoy
the care and protection of the United States Government.

Wherefore we, the freedmen, free colored ?ersons. and their descend-
ants of the late Cherokee Natlon, respectfully petition that our griev-
ances above mentioned be given due consideration, and that we be
given such redress as in the wisdom of your honorable body seems meet,
and your petitioners will ever pray.

EL1 NAYE, President.

SiMm ROGERS, Smcm.

(Through our gation.)

Mr, TILLMAN. I send to the desk a letter which I ask may
be read and referred to the Committee on Claims.

There being no objection, the letter was read and referred to
the Committee on Claims, as follows:

2004 ELEVEXTH STREET NW.,
Washington, D. €., January 23, 1913,
Hon, B. R. TILLMAX,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Hoxorep Sin: name is Jane Steptoe. I was born in South Caro-
lina, not far from ufort, and 1 de ted in the Freedmen's Bank
$1.,100, 1 still have a balance of . I am now 72 years old, not
uh[e to work to earn my living, and am dependent upon other ple
for my support, and you know that I do not get all that I should have
in these my declining years.

We have been encouraged about this money for several years. The
Presidents have asked Congress to pay us our money ever since Mr,
Cleveland was President, and Congress will not pay us. I now write
to ask you. as you are in Congress and one of the men who has to ap-
propriate this money, if you will please get this appropriation
and let Congress naiy us. I can not tell you how my conditions are, but
just place yourself in my position, at my age, and st:ippose that you had
no means of support, you would think it very hard; but as the Lord
hns blessed and p you, and you don't have to be dependent
urun others, please remember me and others and the Lord will certainly
bless you more than twofold if yon will let Congress pay us the money
which is our very own. We do not m:&n‘n to give us something that
does not belong to us; we are simply ing in the name of the Lord
for that which is our own hard-earned money.

Respectiully, yours, JAXE BIEPTOE.

Mr. FLETCHER, T present resolutions adopted by the Tampa
Bay Pilots’ Association, of Florida, which I ask may be printed
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Commerce,

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Rec-
orp, a8 Tollows:

TauMPa BAY PrLors’ ASSOCIATION,
Tampa, Fla., January IT, 1913,
Resolution.

Whereas we, the undersigned pilots of the port of Tampa, Fla.. do
hereby protest against the various bills now Awndin;: the Com-
merce Committee of the United States Senate—*A blll to provide for
the further Federal regulation of Ellotm." introduced by Mr.
NeLsoN, and known as 8. 7629, and “A bill relating to the anchorage
of vessels in navigable waters of the United States,” also introduced
by Mr. Nersox, and known as 8. 3619; also a bill, H, R. 20630,

Introduced by AMr. HArpY, entitled “A bill fo provide for the further
Federal regulation of pilotage,” which is nwartlng the action of the

ngmitéee cin tt;i Mier{:ho%nt Ii\iarh;e and Fisherles; and

¢ view the introductio avorable report, and passage of the

sald bills to be exiremely defrimental, if not. indeed. abzolutely
destructive, to the fundamentals of the pilotage system in this coun-
iry, 4s well as detrimental to many of the ports; and

Whereas this pilotage system has been under control of the Btates for
over 100 years and a board selected by the persons most interested
in the safety and prosperity of shipping snd appointed by our gov-
_ernor and approved by the State senate; and

Whercas this bill proposes arbitrarily and unnecessarily to destroy this
system and to take control of this important serviee from the hands
of those most interested in its eficicncy, by whom it has been brought
to its present satisfactory condition, an roposes to confide it to
those who. whatever ability {hey may have En other respecis, can not
be sald with certainty to have had any experience whatsoever with
the duties and requirements of the seérvice; and

Whereas the Federal regulations, as they a pear to us (a) would not
increase efliciency of the pilots or the pilotage system now in
\mferue; (b) would and could not decrease the rates of pllotage with-
ggurlsec: o a drain on the Public Treasury; (¢) wouhf tyrannically
expenditures of

ess which has been built by time, experlence, and the
large sums of money, thereby depriving many indi-
vidnﬂ% :;f geérults of their labor, to which they are justly entitled :

Resolved, That we, the pilots aforesaid, I TeSpe: ”
as earnestelg and emphatlcn?ly as in our pl:!wgl?. ﬁeﬁ:bu’;-hllxn :ﬁlgu :'lr;g.
our Unit States Representiatives In Congress and Unlted States
Senators from this State to use their utmost endeavors to prevent these
bills from becoming a law or any antipilotage legislation of any mature,

Also, that a copy of this resolution be sent to the President of the
Senate, one to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, one to the
chairman of the Commerce Committee, one to the chairman of the
ggﬁgg_tﬁg monpit]l{:ﬁa':\l.ar_;sr:lmir:i;1 Marine and Fisheries, one to the president
b~ Fermas it ociation, and urge them to use their influence in

C. J. BrLaav.

H. L. Jouxsox,
H. G, WaARXER.
C. D, THAMES.
CAnn War, Baunr,
Jxo0. J. FORGAETY,
MARK RYAN,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of sundry citi-
zens of Burtonsville, Beltsville, and Silver Spring; of Eurcka
Grange, No. 177, Patrons of Husbandry, of Eureka; and of
Local Grange No. 179, Patrons of Husbandry, of Beltsville, all in
the State of Maryland, praying that an appropriation be made
for theerection of shelters covering the Wholesale Produce Market
between Tenth, Twelfth, and B Streets, in the city of Washington,
D. C., which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Allegany
County, Md., praying for the establishment of game reservations
upon the public lands, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. GARDNER presented resolutions adopted by the Cham-
ber of Commerce of Oldtown, Me., favoring the passage of the
so-called Page vocational education bill, which were ordered to
lie on the table. .

He also presented a memorial of members of the Woman's
Club of Houlton, Me., remonstrating against the transfer of
the control of the national forests to the several States, which
was referred fo the Committee on Forest Reservations and the
Protection of Game,

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of the congregation of
the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Lander, Wyo., remonstrat-
ing against the enactment of legislation compelling the observ-
ance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Emporia, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill, which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented memorials of the congregations of the
Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Severy and Herndon, in the
State of Kansas, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the
Distriet of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. RICHARDSON presented petitions of the congregations of
the Methodist Episcopal Churches of Camden, Lehanon, and
Nassau, all in the State of Delaware, praying for the passage
of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. JACKSON presented a memorial of sundry cltizens of
Hagerstown, Md., remonstrating against the parole of Federal
life prisoners, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Mount
Olive Methodist Episcopal Church, of Delmar, Del., praying for
the passage of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard intersiate liquor
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. OWEN. I present a concurrent resolution passed by the
Legislature of Oklahoma, memorializing Congress to pass a law
providing for the election of Federal district judges by the people
of their respective States. I ask that the concurrent resolution
be read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was read

and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows:
House concurrent resolution 3.

Resolution memorializing Congress to pass a law providing for the elec-
tion of Federal district judges by the people of their respective States.
Be it resolved Ly the House of Representatives of the State of Okla-

homa (the Senate concurring therein), That—

Whereas the Federal district judges who receive their office by appoint-
ment by the President of the United States and who hold their office
for lifé, or during good behavior, and who are not amenable to the
people, and by reason of this are not always mindful of the rights
and privileges of the people; and

Whereas since their creation by the American Congress their jurlsdie-
tion and powers have been enlarged until the special interest seeking
classes and the wenlthg_ can and do compel the common people of our
country to go into the Federal courts oftentimes at a large expenditure
of money and time, taking them away from the judges whom they,
the common people, elect ; and

Whereas the Federal district judges have hecome a ref for the great
co?omtlons. contesting the laws passed by our State legislature
and thereby having them declared unconstitutional, as in the recent
case of our revenue laws, whereby the corporations were permitted to
get from under the burdens of taxation and shift them upon the
farmer, the merchant, and laboring classes: Therefore be it
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Oklahoma

(the Senate concurring therein), That we memorialize, request, and

urge Congress to pass a law providing for the election of Federal dis-

triet judges, limiting their jurisdiction and power and their tenure of
coffice to a term of years. -

That a copy of this resolution be sent to our United States Senators
and Members of the National House of Representatives. E

Passed by the house of representatives Jannary 20, 1913.

J. H. Maxey,
Epeaker of the House of Representatives.
Passed the senate January 25, 1913. -
C. B. KEXDRICEK,

. President pro tempore of the Senate.

Mr. OWEN. I present a concurrent resolution passed by the
Legislature of Oklahoma relative to immediate provision being
made for the payment to all members of the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Tribes of Indians who have been endowed with the
rights of citizenship of their pro rata part of all funds now
held by the Government of the United States, and so forth. I
ask that the concurrent resolution be read and referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was read
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as follows:

House concurrent resolution 4.

Be it resolved by the house of represcntatives (the scnale concurring
therein), That—

Whereas the Government of the United States holds in trust approxi-
mately the sum of $6,500,000 for the members of the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Tribes of Indians; and

Whereas under the terms of the treaty of 1868 between the Choctaw
and Chickasaw Indians and the United States certain lands known
as the Leased District, lying between the ninety-eighth and one-
hundredih meridian west longitude, were ceded to the United States
for a nominal consideration of $300,000; and

Whereas the members of said tribes of Indians have, through their offi-
cinls and representatives, since said treaty contended that it was the
intention of the tribes to lease said lands to the United States for
specific gurposes and not to sell the same ; and

Whereas the actual value of said Leased District was many millions
of dollars In excess of said £300,000: Now therefore be it
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Oklahoma, That we re-

spectfully memorialize the Congress of the United States—

IMirst. That it make immediate provigion for the payment of all those
members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians who have
been endowed with all the rights of citizenship, including the right to
allenate their lands as other citizens of the United States, of their pro
rata part of all funds now held by the Government of the United States
for said Indians: and

Second. That it enaet such legislation as will provide for sumitable
and adeqluate payment to the members of sald tribes of Indians for the
reasonable value of said Leased District: And be it further

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives from the State of
Oklahoma are regquested to use all honorable means to secure the enact-
ment of the foregoing legislation,

Passed the house of representatives January 20, 1913'1[.\

o - A XEY
Bpeaker of the House of Represeum'ﬁces.
Passed the senate January 20, 1913.
L. MITCHELL,

B,
Acting President of the Senate.
1 hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of the above

and foregoing resolution.
Gus Poor, Chief Clerk.

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of members of the Young
Men's Baraca Class of the South Street Methodist Episcopal
Chureh, of Rockford, Ill., praying for the passage of the so-
called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill, which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

Mr. LODGE. I present a resolution passed by the directors
of the Springfield (Mass.) Board of Trade December 10, 1912,
in regard to the Connecticut River Dam. The resolution is very
brief and with no signatures. I ask that it lie on the table and
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to lie on
ihe table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Resolution passed by the directors of the Springfield (Mass.) Board of
Trade December 10, 1912,

Resolved, That this community is in urgent need of practicable navi-

gation of the Connecticut River from Long Island Sound to Holyoke;

that, in the opinion of this board, the enactment of the bill introduced
by the Connecticut River Co. at this session of Congress will insure the
accomplishment of such navigation. Wherefore this rd earnestly urges
the Members of both Houses of Congress to enact said bill at this session.

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Young Men's Class of
the Congregational Church of West Newton, Mass., praying for
the passage of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bryantville
and Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the con-
struction of a public highway from Washington, D. C., to Gettys-
burg, Pa., as a memorial to Abraham Lincoln, which were or-
dered to lie on the table. :

Mr. MYERS presented a memorial of the congregation of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church, Great Falls, Mont., and a memo-
rial of the congregation of the Seventh-day Adventist Church
of Stevensville, Mont., remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in
the District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I present a joint resolution adopted by
the Legislature of Oregon, which I ask may be printed in the
Recorp and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Senate joint resolution 2.
STATE OF OREGON,
TWENTY-SEVENTH LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,
SENATE CHAMBER.
Whereas it appears from an investigation recently made by the Senate
of the United States, and otherwise, that polygamy still exists in
certain places in the United States, notwithstanding prohibitory stat-
utes enacted by the several Btates thereof; and
Whereas the practice of polygamy i8 generally condemned by the ﬂpeop[e
of the United Btates, and there is a demand for the more effectual
prohibition thereof by placing the subject under the Federal jurisdic-
tion and contrel, at the same time mservlnf to each State the right
to make and control its own laws relating fo marriage and divorce:

Now therefore be it

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives conem-ﬁug},
That the application be made, and hereby is made, to Congress under
the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the United States,
for the calling of a convention to propose an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States whereby polygamy and polygamous co-
habitation shall be prohibited, and Congress shall be given power to
enforce such a prohibition by appropriate legislation.

Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United
Stafes, now in session or when next convened, be, and they are hereby,
regpectfully requested to join in this application by the adoption of this
or an equivalent resolution.

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby,
directed to transmit copies of this application to the Senate and the
House of Representatives of the United States, and to the several Mem-
bers of the bodles representing this State therein; also to transmit
coplies hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States.

Adopted by the house January 16, 1913.

C. N. McArTHUR,
Speaker of the House.
Adopted by the genate January 13, 1913,
DAN J. MALARKEY,

- President of the Senate.
Indorsed : Senate joint resolution No. 2.
JoHN W. COCHRAXN,
Chief Clerk.,

Bex W. Orcorr,
Secretary of State.

Filed Januvary 20, 1913.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGON,
’ OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE.

I, Ben W. Olcott, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and cus-
todlan of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully
compared the annexed copy of senate joint resolution No. 2 of the
Twenty-seventh Legislative Assembly of the Btate of Oregon with the
original thereof as filed in the office of the secretary of state of the
State of Oregon on the 20th day of January, 1913, and that it is a full,
true, and complete transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof.

In testimony whereof I ve hereunto set my hand and aflixed the
seal of the Btate of Oregon.
ngne at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 20th day of January, A. D,

1

BeEx W. OLcorr.

Beeretary of State.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I present a joint memorial adopted by
the Legislature of Oregon, which I ask may lie on the table and
be printed in the RRECORD.

There being no objection, the joint memorial was ordered to
lie on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:
Senate joint memorial 2.

STATE OF OREGOX,

TWENTY-SEVENTH LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY,
SENATE CHAMBER.

Whereas there have been introduced in Congress three bills (Nos, II. R.
36, H. R. 4428, 8. 2367) to afford Federal protection to migratory

[SEAL.]

game birds; and

Whereas there is a very general sentiment in this State in favor of such
rotection, and an urgent request for the enactment of such a law
as been made, as appears by the numerous petitions received: Now

therefore .

Resolved (the house concurring), That Congress be, and hereby is,
requested to enact a law giving ample protection to migratory game
birds. :

Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United
States now In session or when next convened be, and they are hereby,
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respectfully requested to join in this request by the adoption of this
or an equivalent resolution.

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he hereby Is,
directed to transmit copies of this resolution to the Senate and the
House of Representatives of the United States and to the several Mem-
bers of said body representing this State therein; also to transmit
coples bhereof to the legislatures of all other Btates of the United States,

Concurred in by the house January 20, 1013,

C. N. McArTHUR,
Speaker of the House.

Adopted by the senate January 16, 1013,

Dax J. MALARKET,
President of the Senate,

Indorsed: Senate joint memorial No. 2, by committee on Federal

relations,
J. W. CocHRAN
Chief Clerk.

Filed January 22, 1913, -
Bex W. OrcorT,
RBecretary of State.
UXITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGOYN,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF BTATE.

I, Ben W. Olecott, secretary of state of the State of Oregom, and cus-
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have carefully
compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. 2 of the
Twenty-seventh ative Assembly of the State of Oregon with the
original thereof as filed in the office of the secreuu? of state of the
State of Oregon on the 224 M{n of January, 1913, and that it is a full,
true, and complete transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
gcal of the State of Oregon.

Done at the capitol at Balem, Oreg., this 22d day of January, A. D. 1913,

[SEAL.] BeEx W. OLCOTT
Scerctary of State.

Mr. BROWN. I present a joint resolution passed by the Legis-

lature of Nebraska, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD |

and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in
ihe Recorp, as follows:

STATE OF NEBRASKA,
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF BTATE.

BTATE OF NEBRASKA, Office of Becrelary of State:

I, Addison Wait, secretary of state of the State of Nebraska, do hereby
certify that I have carefully mmﬂ the annexed copy of memorial and
joint resolution in re Nebraska torial Militia enacted and passed b
the -third session of the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, wi
the enrolled bill on file in this office, and that the same is a true and
correct copy of said memorial and joint resolution.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
great seal of the State of Nebrask:

Done at Lincoln this 31st da;
pendence of the United States
this State the forty-sixth.

[sEAL.]

a.
of January, A. D. 1913, of the Inde-
e one hundred and thirty-sixth, and of

Appisox Wair,
Secretary of State.

[Memorial and joint resolution im relation to the Nebraska Territorial
Mlilitia ; introduced by Robert C. Druesedow.)

YWhereas the Nebraska Territorial Militia, who served four months in
suhduin% the several raids and depredations of hostile Indians be-
tween 1862 and 1864, have never been officially recognized as entitled
to all the benefits of the pension laws as other volunteer organiza-
tions for the all reason that they were not regularly mustered
into the service of the United States; and

Wherens these volunteer soldlers were called and mustered into active
service by our Territorial executive officers, appointed by the Federal
Government, and when no time was given for sen the regular
mustering officers on account of the sudden unprovoked a of
marauding and murdering bands of Indians, the acknowledged wards
of the Government ; and

Whereas the settlers of the border territory, the overland mall, and the
emigrants to the Rocky Mountain district were justly entitled to the
quickest and fullest protection of the Federal authorities: Be it
Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress, present

and prospective, be requested to remew the best and earliest endeavors

of their predecessors to procure the pa of an act similar to the one
passed in Februoary, 1805, giving the uri State Militia title to
pension, ete. ; and

Resolted, That the honorable secretary of the State of Nebraska be
requested to forward a certified copy of this memorial to each of our

Senators and Representatives as soon as possible after its passage and

approval, as a bill for the relief of the militia of several border States

is in the hands of committee on Federal relations, which ought to
include the Nebraska Territorial Militia, whose services were rendered
and accepted when the Government did not have sufficient troops for
the common defense of our frontier.

I hereby certify that the above is a correct copy of a resolutibn
adopted by the House of Representatives of the Nebraska Legislature on

the 28th day of January, 1913.
Hesry C. Rrcuoxp, Chief Olerk.

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a memorial of Local Union No.
107, Farmers' Educational and Cooperative Union, of Elkhorn
Valley, Nebr., and a memorial of the Farmers' Educational and
Cooperative Union of Dodge County, Nebr., remonstrating
against the adoption of the so-called Aldrich currency plan,
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented memorials of the congregations of the
Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Loup City, Omaha, and
Brock, all in the State of Nebraska, remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were or-
dered to lie on the table.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of the congrega-
tions of the Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Lewlston, Po-

land, Dyer Brook, Crounseville, and South Weodstock, all in the
State of Maine, remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in
the Dl.strlgt of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. ..ICL\ES presented a resolution adopted by members of the
King County Democratic Club of Seattle, Wash., favoring the
recognition of the Republic of China by the United States, which
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. GAMBLE presented a joint resolution adopted by the
algiizld:'lnt]ur? 0:.' Stc;;:lthh Dakota, favoring the adoption of certain

ents to the homestead law, which was
Coﬁamjt]tee on Public Lands. Sl
e also presented a joint resolution adopted by the Legisla-
ture of South Dakota, favoring a revision (lajf the {;xi:srjng I:‘1:'-ul:;ls
regulating the leasing of allotted Indians lands, ete., which was
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. GRONNA presented a memorinl of the congregation of the
Seventh-day Adventist Church of Stanley, N. Dak., and a memo-
rial of the congregation of the Seventh-day Adventist Church of
Newhome, N. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of leg-
islation compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in
the District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PAGE. I present a joint resolution passed by the Legis-
lature of Vermont, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD
and referred to the Commiitee on the Judiciary.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Joint resolution making application to Congress under the provisions
of Article V of the Constitution of the United States for t calling
?Jtnﬁe t&o%v&!;gmw;ouggupos? an amem‘i’men]t to the Constitution of the

m

be prohibited ¥ polygamy and polygamous cohabitation shall
Whereas it appears from investigation recently made by the Senate of

piter i e e ot at Bepeiny s Sy, el

es, notw. n, rohibitory st -

W:zrtggs ht’h the a:t\;cra‘lﬂst;]tes' therf:r: and ¢ Ty ey on

e practice polygamy is generally condemned by the 1
of the United States and there is a demand for the mg;e :ﬂg::gn?
prohibition thereof by placing the subject under Federal jurisdiction

ik aut Satcees e O I e e ats s HEME o

s own laws rela: 3

B g sl g to marringe and divorce:

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives, That the a
plication be made, and hereby is made, to Congress, undet {he provisicis
of Article V, of the Constitution of the United States, for the calling
of a convention to egropose an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States whereby polygamy and polygamous cohabitation shall be
prohibited, and Congress shall be given power to enforce such prohibi-
tion by ae?r riate legislation.

Resolved, t the legislatures of all other States of the United
States now in session or when next convened be, and they hereby are,
respectfully requested to foln in this application by the adoption of
e cinten e, TR tha Seerotary ot

esoly ‘wrther e serrctary of state be, and he hereby is,
directed to trran t eotgies of this nppflcatlon to the Benate and House
of Representatives of the United States, and to the several Members of
said representing this State thereln; also, to transmit coples
hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United States.
FrANK E. HOwWE,
Pregident of the Senate.
CHARLES A. PLUMLEY,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
Approved December 18, 1012,
~ ALLEN M. FLETCHER, Gorernor.
BTATE oF VERMONT,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE.

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a joint resolution
mukin%uﬁlpllcatlon to Congress, nnger the provls?on of Article V of the
Constitution of the United States for the calling of a convention to pro-
pose an amendment to the Constitution of the United Btates, whereby
polygamy and polygamous cohabitation shall be prohibited, approved De-
cember 18, 1012, as appears by the files and records of this office.

Witness my ture and the seal of this office, at Montpelier, this
10th day of January, 1913,

[sBAL.] Guxy W. BamLey,
Secretary of State.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have in my hand a joint resolution of the
Legislature of North Carolina ratifying the seventeenth amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States, providing for
the election of United States Senators by the people. North
Carolina was the first State to ratify the amendment, and as
the resolution directs that a copy of it shall be sent to the two
Houses of Congress, I ask that this resolution lie on the table
and be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered
to lie on the table and to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Joint resolution ratifying the seventeenth amendment to the Constitu-

tion of the United States.

Whereas both the Houses of the Sixty-second Congress of the United
States of Amerlca, at its second session, by a constitutional ma-
jority of two-thirds thereof, made the following proposition to amend
the Constitution of the United States of America, in the following
words, to wit:

“Resolved that the Senate and the IMousc of Representatives of the

United States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each

House concurring therein), That in leu of the first paragraph of section
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3 of Article T of the Constitution of the United States, and in lien of
so much of m.raqrnph 2 of the same section as relates to the q.lllnf of
vacancies, the following be proposed as an amendment to the itu-
tion, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Con:
stitution when ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the Btates:

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators
from each State, elected by the pea thereof, for six years: and each
Scnator shall have one voie. The electors in each State shall haye the

nalifications requisite for electors of the most numercous branch of the
gu\tu legislature,

“ When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec-
tion to fill such vacaneies: Provided, That the legislature of any State
may empower the cxecutive thereof to make temporary appointments
unfil the people fill the vacancies by election as the legislature may direct.

“This amendment shall not be £0 construed as to affect the election
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the
Cog?tltuftion.;; "

Therefore be

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represcniatives of the State
of North Caroiina, That the said dpmposed amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States be, and the same is hereby, ratified b{ the
General Assembl{ of the State of North Carolina; and further be it

Resolved, That certified coples of this joint resolution be forwarded
by the governor of this State to the Becretary qt State at Washington
and the presiding officers of each House of the National Congmgv

In the general assembly, read three times, and ratified this 25th day

f January, 1913,
g Astes E. L. Davqur

RIDGE,
President of the Schate.
®0. W. Coxxor,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
Examined and found correct.
A. L. MarTix, of Cherokee, for Committee,

.

SrATE OF NomrH CAROLINA, DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Ralcigh, January 25, 1913,
1. J. Bryan Grimes, secretary of state of the State of North Carolina,
do hereby certiriv] the foregoing and attached (three sheets) to be a
true copy from the records of this office.
In witness whereof, I have bereunto set my hand and affixed my

official seal.
Done in office at Raleigh, this 25th day of January, A. D, 1918.
[8EAL.] J. Bryax Griues,
Becretary of State.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. CURTIS, from the Commiftee on the Distriet of Colum-
bia, to which was recommitted the bill (IL R. 19236) to regu-
late the practice of osteopathy in the District of Columbia,
reported it with amendments and submifted a report (No.
1175) thereon.

He also, from the Commitiee on Pensions, to which was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 27806) granting a pension to Mary Mac-
Arthur, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 1176) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (H. R. 3967) granting an increase of pension to John
R. Fugill, reported it without amendment and submitted a re-
port (No. 1177) thereon.

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Public ITealth and
National Quarantine, to which was referred the bill (8. 7722)
to promote the efficiency of the Public Health Service, reported
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1178)
thereon.

Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
TRoads, to which was referred the bill (8. T467) for the relief
of George H. Grace, asked to be discharged from its further
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on
Claims, which was agreed to. ¢

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (8. 8077) for the relief of the Turtle
Aountain Chippewa Indiang, and for other purposes, asked to
be discharged from its further consideration and that it be
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, which was agreed to.

APPOINTMENT OF GENERAL COURTS-AARTIAL,

Mr. DU PONT. From the Committee on Military Affairs I
report favorably, with an amendment, the bill (8. 8272) regu-
lating the appointment of general courts-martial in the Armies
of the United States, including all persons belonging thereto
and all persons now or hereafter made subject to military law,
and I submit & report (No. 1182) thereon, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill. I trust that there
may be no ohjection made, for the reason that the legislation
embodied in it has been and is most urgently and pressingly
needed for the proper discipline and efficiency of the Army.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware
miakes a4 report from the Committee on Military Affairs. The
matter is not in order for debate unless permission for the
present consideration of the bill is granted, and the guestion
has not yet been submitted to the Senate.

Mr. DU PONT, Mr. President, the few words I am geing to
say are of an explanatory nature.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ator will proceed.

Mr. DU PONT. I repeat that the few remarks I am going to
make are simply of an explanatory nature, so that Senators
may understand the impertance of the measure. The adminis-
tration of military justice is seriously hampered by certain pro-
visions of existing laws which were framed many years ago and
are entirely out of touch with present conditions.

In the first place, the delays incident to trials by general
courts-martial are excessive. ‘The report of the Judge Advocate
General for the past year shows that the average period between
the preferment of charges and the official announcement of
acgquittal or conviction is nearly seven weeks, and, this being
the average period, it goes without saying that in very many
cases the time is as long as three or four months; during which
period, if officers, the accused remain in arrest, and, if enlisted
men, in confinement, and in either case are unable in consequence
to perform their appropriate military duties. This is a very poor
showing, as the fundamental principle of a code of military
punishment is the enforcement of prompt obedience by prompt
punishment,

Another consideration, perhaps even more important, is that
whenever froops are assembled in any considerable numbers,
under existing conditions, for instruction or other purposes, there
is no provision of law by which military offenses can be pun-
ished, and I can best illustrate this by citing the state of things
which existed when a division of iroops was assembled on the
Mexican frontier about a year ago. The commander of that
division had no authority to convene a general court-martial
for the trial of offenders, and discipline could only be preserved
by the convenlng of general courts-martial under the fiction of
law, by one of his subordinate officers who happened to be in
command of the Department of Texas.

The Military Committee has made careful examination into
this state of affairs and believes that it is imperative that some
legislation should be passed at once to premote the proper
discipline and efficiency of the Army; and I am informed that the
House Committee on Military Affairs has already examined and
approved of the legislation embodied in this bill in connection
with the proposed revision of the Articles of War. I hope,
therefore, that it may pass the Senate, to the end that it may
be incorporated in the Army appropriation bill and put into
effect on the 1st of July next.

It is to be observed that the greater part of the provisions
embodied in the bill are those now on the statute book., The
changes proposed enable gemeral courts-martial to be convened
with greater facility and promptitude, as well as to more effec-
tively guard the rights of the accused, both of which considerations
are of the highest importance. The special courts-martial herein
provided for take the place of the eold garrison and regimental
courts-martial, with authority to impose sentences of somewhat
more severity, which will enable these tribunals to deal with
many offenses which heretofore had to be brought before general
courts-martial, and will greatly expedite the administration of
military justice. 'The provisions in regard to summary couris-
martial are practically those which are now on the statute boolk,
with one provise, which is believed to be more just to the en-
listed men who are brought before these courts.

In this connection I wiil send to the Secretary’s desk, and ask
that it be read, a communication to the Secretary of War from
nearly all of the general officers of the Army enlarging upon the
necessities of the prompt passage of the legislation referred to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objeetion, the Secre-
tary will read as requested.

The Secretary read the lefter, ag follows:

WASHINGTON, January 13, 1913,

Without objection, the Sen-

The BECRETARY OF WaR.

Sir;: In response to your verhal request for an expression of opinion
upon the * ? new articles of war,” now being considered by
W with a view to their emactment into law as a military code
for armies of the United States, we, the undersigned general officers
of the Army, after a deliberate study of the proposed new articles, are
pleased to state as follows:
1. That we, and we belleve all other older officers of the Army, have
long been imp with the fact that the presemt Articles of War
are archale in character, ill adapted to the prompt and efficient admin-
istration of military justice in the Army under modern service con-
ong, and therefore badly in need of revision.

2. That we consider the revision of present articles, as set forth in
the "Eeroposed new artleles,” has been thoroughly and carefully made,
obsolete artieles in the present code having been omitted. the remain-
ing articles carefully rev?sed. new and badly needed articles added, and

the whole so sﬁ:}bﬂnatica.ll and scientifically arran as to form a
military code admirably a uxted to the needs of military justice both
in peace and in war In the Army not only as at present organized but

also under the posed reorganization.

8. That we 3:: therefore of the opinion that the “proposed new
articles of war ™ are in every way a great and a much-needed improve-
| menk upen the presast articles, and that the sconer they are enacted
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into law the better it will be for the interests of prompt and eficient
administratlon of military justice in the Army.
Arthur Murray, major general, Unifed States Army; Thomas
1. Darry, major general, United States Army; Wm. H.
Carter, major general, United States Army:; Tasker
H. Dliss, brigadier gencral, United States Army; E. Z.
Steever, brigadier general, United ‘States Army; R. K.
Evans, brigadier general, United States Army ; C. R, BEd-
wards, brigadier general, United States Army; Fred. A.
Smith, brigadier general, United States Army;: R. W,
Hoyt, brigadier general, United States Army; W. 8,
Hehuoyler, brigadier general, United States Army ; M. A,
Macomb, brigadier general, United States Army ; Marion
P, Maus, brigadier general, United States Army.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President, I only desire to
say at this time that I heartily concur with the chairman of the
committee [Mr. pu Poxt] that this proposed legislation is of great
importance to the administration of the affairs of the Army.
Especially has the measure commended itself to those of us who
have seen service in either of the armies during the Civil War.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs the Senator from Delaware reports Senate bill 8272,
and asks unanimous consent for its present consideration. The
Secretary will read the bill for the information of the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration.

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was to
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That courts-martial shall be of three kinds, nnmely: Flrst, general

courts-martial ; second, special courts-martial; and third, summary
courts-martial.

SEcC. 2. General courts-martial may conslst of any number of officers |

from 5 to 13, Inclusive,

SEC. 3. Special courts-martial may consist of any number of officers
from three to five, Inclusive.

Bec. 4. A summary court-martial shall consist of one officer.

Sec. 5. The President of the United States, the commanding officer of
a territorial division or department, the SBuperintendent of the Military
Academy, the commanding officer of an.army, a field army, an army
corps, a division, or a_ separate brigade, and, when empowered by the
President, the commanding officer of any district or of any force or body
of troops, may appoint general courts-martial whenever necessary; but
when any such commander is the accuser or the prosecutor of the
person or persons to be tried, the court shall be appointed by superior
competent authority, and no officer shall be eligible to sit as a member
of such court when he is the accuser or a witness for the rosecution.

SEC. 6. The commanding officer of a district, garrison, fort, camp, or
other place where troops are on duty, and the commamiins officer of a
brigade, regiment, detached battalion, or other detached command, may
appoint special courts-martial for his command ; but such special courts-
martial may in any case be appointed H snggrlor authority when by the
latter deemed desirable, and no officer shal eligible to sit as a member
of such court when he is the accuser or a witness for the prosecution.

Sec. 7. The commanding officer of a garrison, fort, eamp, or other
place where troops are on duty, and the commanding officer of a regi-
ment, detached battallon, detached company, or other detachment may
appoint summary courts-martial for his command; Lut such summary
courts-martial may in any ecase be appointed by superior authority
when by the latter deemed desirable: ovided, That when but one
officer I8 present with a command he shall be the summary court-martial
of that command and shall hear and determine cases brought before him.

Sec. 8. General courts-martial shall have power to try an erson
subject to military law for any crime or offense made punishable by the
Articles of War, and any other person who by statute or by the law of
war is subject to trial by military tribunals: Provided, That no officer
shall be brought to trial before a fene\ral court-martial appointed by
the Superintendent of the Military Academy.

Skc. 9. Special courts-martial shall have power to try any person
subject to military law, except an officer, for any crime or offense not
capital made punishable by the Articles of War: Provided, That the
President may by regulations, which he may modify from time to time,
except from the jurisdiction of speclal courts-martial any class or
classes of persons subject to military law.

Special courts-martial shall have power to adjudge punlshment not to
exceed confinement at labor for months or forfeiture of six
months' pay, or both, and in addition thercto reduction to the ranks
in the cases of noncommissioned officers, and reduction in classification
in the cases of first-class privates,

Sec. 10. Bummary courts-martlal shall have power to tr nn{ soldier,
except one who is holding the i:rivl!eges of a certificate o elig bility to
promotion, for any crime or offense not capital made punishable by the
Articles of War: Provided, That noncommissioned officers shall not, if
Ihe{ object thereto, be brought to trial before a summary court-martial
without the aunthority of the officer competent to bring them to trial
before a general court-martial.

Summary courts-martial shall have })ower to adjudge punishment not
to exceed confinement at hard labor for three months or forfelture of
three months’ pay, or both, and in addition thereto reduction to the
ranks in the cases of noncommissioned officers and reduction in classi-
cation In the cases of first-class privates: Provided, That when the
summary-court officer s also commanding officer no sentence of such sum-
mary court-martial adjudging confinement at hard labor or forfeiture of
pay, or both, for a perlod In excess of one month, shall be ecarried into
execution until the same shall have been apgé'oved by superlor authority.

Sec. 11, Articles 72, 73, 75, 81, 82, and of section 1342 of the Re-
vised Statutes; the first section of an act entitled “An act to promote
the administration of justice in the Army,” approved Oectober 1, 1800,
as amended hI the first sectlon of an act approved June 18, 1898 (30
Btat., 483, 484), are here‘bgarelzea!ed.
8rc. 12, That this act shall take effect on July 1, 1913,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A hill regulating the
constitution, composition, and jurisdiction of courts-martial in
the armies of the United States, and for other purposes.”

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. From the Committee on the Judiciary I
report favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S, 8058) pro-
viding for an increase of salary of the United States attorney
foE the district of Connecticut, and I submit a report (No.
1_1:9) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Conneclicut?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiclary was, in
line 5, after the words “rate of,” to strike out * $5,000” and
insert “ $3,500,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the
salary of the United Stafes attorney for the distriet of Connecticut
shall be at the rate of $3,500 a year,

The amendment was agreed to,

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

LAWS RELATING TO ALASKA,

Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Printing I report with
amendments Senate concurrent resolution No. 38, to print the laws
of the United States applicable to the Territory of Alaska. I ask
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution.

The amendments were, in line 2, before the word “ thousand,”
to insert * four ”; in line 7, before the word “ copies,” to strike
out “ thousand " and insert “ 1,500 ; in line 8, before the word
“coples,” to strike out “thousand” and insert “and 2,500";
and in line 9, after the words “ House of Representatives,” to
strike out “and copies for each of the Committees on
Territories of the Senate and the House of Representatives,” so
as to make the concurrent resolution read:

Resolved by the Benate 91‘:0 House of Representatives concurring),
That there be printed 4,000 copies of the laws of the United States
alppllcable to the Territory of Alaska, compiled by the Committee on
Territories of the Senate and the Committee on Territories of the
House of Representatives in compliance with Public Act No. 834, 1,600
coples of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,500 copies for
the use of the House of Representatives.,

The amendments were agreed to.

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to.
SEIZURES OF COTTON.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. From the Committee on the Judiciary
I report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R.
16314) to amend section 162 of the act to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved March 3,
1911, and I submit a report (No. 1181) thereon. I ask for the
present consideration of the bill

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The bill which I send to the desk is a
House print, and the motion in italics should be read as purt of
the bill. The Senate committee has submitted no amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair would suggest to
the Senator that according to the recognized practice of the
Senate it is necessary that it should be the Senate print.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It has been printed; but the clerk, by
mistake, sent me the wrong print. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be read, if the Senator
desires.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That section 162 of the act to codll’g, revise, and
amend the laws relating to the judlelary, approved March 3, 1911, be
amended so as to read as follows:

“ BEC. 162. The Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction of any claim
therefor filed prior to Januariy 1, 1915, of those whose property was
taken subsequent to June 1 865. under the provisions of the act of
Congress approved March 12, 1863, entitled ‘An act to provide for the
collection of abandoned property and for the prevention of frauds in
insurrectionary distriets within the United Btates,’ and acts amendatory

thereof where the mﬁftt% so taken was sold and the net proceeds
thereof were placed In the Treasury of the United States; and the Secre-
tary of the Treasury shall return said net p s to the owners thereof,

on the ju ent of sald court, and full jurisdiction is given to said
conrt to adjudge said claims, an{ statutes of limitations to the contrar
notwithstanding : Provided, That no allegation or tprout of loyalty shall
be required In the presentation or adjudication of such claims.”

Mr. CRAWFORD. I shall be obliged to ask to have the bill
over.
goMr. SUTHERLAND. I think the Senator from South Dakota
will not ask that, if he will allow me to make a very brief state-
ment in regard to the measure.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sena-
tor from Utah will proceed.




1913.

CONGRESSIONAT: RECORD—SENATE.

2467

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The only change tlie bill proposes to
make in existing law is to add the proviso which dispenses with
the allegation and proof of loyalty in' this particular class of
clnims, These are claims that originated after the close of the
war, as'a result of the seizure of certain cotton by tlie Govern-
ment of the United States. The general rule stated by the
stitute is that in the case of claims brought in the Court of
Claims there shall be an allegation and proof of loyalty; but it
oceurred to the Fouse, which passed the bill, and to’ the Senate
Committee on the Judieiary, which considered it, that that ought
to be dispensed with In cases of this kind, where the seizure was
made and: the claim avose after the conclusion of the war.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I should like to ask the Senator if the
limitation as to-time, 1915, is the present law?

AMr. SUTHERLAND. No. That, however, is a limitation upon

the existing law and not an extension of it, becausge under the ex-
isting law no time is fixed within which the claims are to be pre-
sented, and this limits their presentation to the time stated, 1915.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In the omnibus claims bill we inserted a
provision that barred the sending of these war claims to the
Court of Claims upon the passage of the bill.

Mr. OVERMAN. If I may interrupt the Senator, these are
cases that do not come to Congress at all. They are presented
under the general provision that allows a person to go to the
Court of Clalms if he has a claim of this sort. They will never
come before Congress.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What class of claims are they?

Mr. OVERMAN. They are claims where cotton was selzed as
abandoned property after June 1, 1865, the proceeds of the sale
of which, the Supreme Court of the United States held, have
been held in the Treasury as a trust fund, as after Lincoln's
and Johnson's proclamations everybody was loyal.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then this is a class of cases where the
money is actually in the United States Treasury?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Precisely.

Mr. OVERMAN. Exactly.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The money is in the Treasury.

Mr. OVERMAN. We do not have to give any authority to
the claimants to go to the Court of Claims.

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is not a class of claims that comes to
Congress, then? -

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not at all. I thought the Senator did
not realize that these claims are not of that class.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if they are not
claims, however, that have been before the Claims Committee
for many, many years past?

Mr. OVERMNAN. Claims of this sort have been before Congress;
but the Senator will remember a few years ago Congress passed a
general statute allowing anybody having a claim of this sort to go
directly to the Court of Claimsg, and this is intended to remove
the necessity for pleading and establishing:loyalty. It will allow
anyone who has a just claim to go before the Court of Claims,

The Senator will remember that I had published a list of the
claims where the property seized was held by the person as the
bailee for the Southern Confederacy. That was done to keep
anybody from going to the Court of Claims in such a: case, be-
cause where it was held by him as bailee for the Southern Con-
federacy of course he could not recover.

Aty person who has a just claim arising after June 1, 1865,
for property seized after that date, of course under Lincoln's
and Johnson's amnesty proclamations, is not required to prove
loyalty. But in the statute the words were not sufficient, and
the court has held that they must plead loyalty. This bill
removes that bar. It has twice passed the House of Repre-
sentatives unanimously.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the bill apply simply to the $4,000,000
held in the Treasury?

Mr. OVERMAN. It will not be $4,000,000; it wll not be
$1,000,000. It covers all those claims where property was
seized after June 1, 1865, in the hands of an owner who had
been pardoned by Abraham Lincoln and Andrew Johnson. That
ig the truth about it. :

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It applies to the fund of $4,000,000,
which will not be increased.

Mr. OVERMAN. It applies to that fund. It will not be one-
third of it or one-fourth of it or one-fifth of it.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I ought to say to the Senator
from Utal that there is a contention that a good deal of the cot-
ton had been previously sold to the Confederate Government.
That, of course, is an issue that is not involved in this bill at all.
The Government claimed, of course, that where the original
owner had sold the cotton to the Confederate Government he
could not then claim compensation for it from the United States.
But that does not apply to these cases where the cotton was
gold, and the name of the claimant reported to the Government,.

and the money placed in the Treasury. It merely allows the
real' owners at the time of thie seizure to put in their claiu.

Mr. OVERMAN. The bill simply reémoves thiat bar of dis
loyalty.

Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator to mean to say
that if a man was disloyal béfore the 1st of June, 1865, and
was the owner of the cotton, and after June 1, 1865, it was taken
by the Government of the United States, the bill removes that
bar of disloyalty?

Mr. OVERMAN. Ttdoes. Of course, they wereall disloyal prior
to April, 1865, but then when Lincoln and Johnson issued their
amnesty proclamationsand they were received back into the Union
they were loyal citizens, and' the Supreme Court in the Klein

‘c¢ase—Thirteenth Wallace—has already held that they were loyal.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the bill provide any way to take eare of
cdses, like many that I believe exist, where the Southern Con-
federacy had taken the cotton but it was held in the hands of
private individuals?

Mr. OVERMAN. It does not affect that class of cases. In
these cases the Government gave a receipt and the fund was
placed in the Treasury,

ll\ifr. SMOOT. The pending bill does not touch that class of
claims.

Mr, OVERMAN. It does not touch any claim except where
the person was the real bona fide owner of the cotton after
June, 1865, where the cotton was seized and the money put into
the Treasury and held in trust; and the Supreme Court has
said twice that it is a trust fund.

mbiﬁ'. SUTHERLAND. It simply applies to this one class of
claims.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, T was on the com-
mittee that framed the code of which that provision is one of
the sections. The purpose of it was to remove the bar of the
statute of limitations.. For six years after 1869, I think it was,
the owners of this cotton had' the right to go before what was
known as the Southern Claims Commission to assert their
ownership. The cotton was taken under the authority of an act
of Congress known as- the captured and abandoned property
act, which was subsequently held to be unconstitutional by the

Supreme Court. The result of that action of the Supreme Court
'was to leave no authority whatever for the seizure of the cotton.

It left the taking wholly unauthorized. The guestion of loyalty
or disloyaity bad nothing to do with it. The special agenis of
the Government found a number of persons in the South in pos-
session of cotton, and seized' it under the supposed authority of
thie act of Congress which was afterwards decided to be invalid.

This bill is intended to so change the law as to give a cause
of action to those whose property was thus takeén and after-
wards sold and the proceeds placed in the Treasury to’ the
credit of the persons in whose possession it was at the time of
seizure, It does not propose to enlarge the provisions of law
so0 as to create a cause of action in favor of those whose cotton
was taken and sold and the proceeds not placed in the Treasury.
This latter class of taking constitutes about 50 per: cent of the
cotton that was taken under the authority of that supposed act.
A very limited part of the seizures made under the authority of
that act resulted in the proceeds being actually placed in the
Treasury. The entire fund now in the Treasury and subject to
be claimed under the provisions of this bill, I think, represents
4ess than $4,000,000.

Before the owners of tlie cotton were advised by the claim
agents, who stir up such things as this, that they were the own-
ers of this money and there was a cause of action in their favor
for its recovery, the statute of limitations had in many cases
run against the claims, Thus the matter stood for some 25
years, until we incorporated certain provisions in the new code
of practice in that chapter relating to the organization and juris-
diction of the courts of the United States. In dealing with that
part of the chapter which related to the practice and jurisdic-
tion of the Court of Claims it was thought to be an appropriate
place to insert a provision of this kind. The effect of the pas-
sage of this act will be, therefore, to renew, in favor of those
who owned the cotton at the time of seizure, provided this took
place after the 1st of June, 1865, a cause of action, and their
recovery in such a proceeding is limited to the funds that are
now on«deposit in the Treasury of the United States to the credit
of that particular claimant. It does not enlarge, as I said be-
‘fore, the scope of the proceeding so as to include those whose
'property was seized and the proceeds thereof never accounted
for in the form of a deposit in the Treasury.

I think that this provision for dispensing with proof of loyalty
of the claimant, now sought to be incorporated in the law, was
taken' for granted when we framed the code. The Court of
(Claims Has recently worked out the result, though, that an-
other provision of the law which related to claims for damages
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to property seized and destroyed during the war should apply,
and that in this class of cases it should be a condition precedent
that the owner should be able to show that he was loyal at the
date of the taking.

This class of claims is to be differentiated altogether from
that class of claims, because the seizure in these cases was
made after the war had ceased, and whether the owners of the
cotton seized were disloyal or loyal, the agents of the Govern-
ment were not entitled to seize it, because it was not the policy
of the victorious army nor the Government of the United States
to take from the vanquished in the Civil War such property as
they rightfully owned in their individual right.

Therefore I say I think there is no great mystery about the
matter when it is somewhat well understood, as it can be well
undersiocd by a very short examination.

It is now sought to introduce a limitation of time, which, in
my opinion, is wholly unnecessary, since there is a limitation
of the amount and identity of fund fo be recovered. The right
of action is confined to those who have money on deposit in the
Treasury and which fuct is shown by the public record. If that
provision limiting the time for presenting claims to Janmary 1,
1915, is inserted now, it will be necessary to change it again if
some claim agent at any time after 1915 shall discover that
some one has not presented his claim. But the question of
loyalty was a minor one, and really ought not to arise in the
controversy, because the fact is that this was property taken
from private custody and after the war ceased.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, the fact that this report
was just handed in this morning and has not been printed, and
these claims may bhave relation in some form—I am not sure
that they do or do not—te other claims, or may establish some
precedent with reference to the extension of time that is serious,
I feel disposed to insist that the matter shall go over until the
report ig printed. It can not delay the measure much, and T
think it is a better procedure than to act immediately upon
these reports without having them printed and having an oppor-
tunity to examine them.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. If the matter goes over under
that objection, I trust the Senator from South Dakota will look
infto if also with a view to inserting a provision afiivmatively,
if not there now, that will prevent a recovery for cotton that
was sold to the Confederate Government and subsequently seized
by other persons under some claim that it had been abandoned
by the Confederacy and that these therefore became entitled to
it by mere act of taking it. I should limit the relief to persons
whose cotton was faken from them personally and from their
ownership. There exist many claims growing out of the seizure
of cotton that was bought by the Confederate Government and
because of inadequate transportation facilities was not shipped
to the centers where it was converted into money or supplies by
the Confederate Government. There are doubtless a number of
persons who have that sort of pretended title and who may come
in under this bill with claims unless specifically excluded. I do
not think there is anything in the bill that includes what {he
Senator from South Dakota has in mind, and it is a feature
worthy of adoption.

- Mr. OVERMAN. The courts have held in numerous cases
that they can not recover.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas.
everybody the right, but I think it ought to be limited.

Mr, OVERMAN. If the Senator from South Dakota desires
that the bill may go over I have no objection to that. I am
satisfied if he will examine it he will favor it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, the bill
will go over. 5

STANLEY MITCHELL,

Mr. SWANSON. From the Commiftee on Naval.Affairs I
report back favorably without amendment the bill (8. 7622) for
the relief of Stanley Mitchell (8. Rept. 1180). I call the atten-
tion of the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OvVERMAN],
who infroduced the bill, to this report.

Mr, OVERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera-
tion of the bill. It will take only a minute.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read for the information of the
Senate.

Mr. JONES. T think it should be read before the question of
consideration is put.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it cnacted, ete., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,
appoint Stanley Mitchell, midshipman, United States Navy, an ensign
in the United States Navy, and place him upon the retired list as such
with three-quarters pay of his grade: Prorvided, That the said Stanley
lilln-hell shall not, by the passage of this act, be entitled to back pay or
allowances,

This is a general act giving to.'

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have a brief statement
made concerning this matter. It is a little irregular.

Mr. OVERMAN. This man was a cadet at Annapolis. He
stood his mental examination for graduation and stood very
high in his class, but failed on the physical examination, on
account of tuberculosis, Three doctors and the Army surgeon
sitid he had contracted the disease while a student at Annapolis.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am now reminded of the fact. I am
familiar with the case, and I think it is a very just one,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE :

A bill (8. 8337) to create a legislative drafting bureau and to
establish a legislative reference division of the Library of Con-
gress; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A bill (8. 8338) granting an increase of pension to Caleb .
Stewart; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

By Mr. KENYON:

A Dbill (8. 8339) to remove the charge of desertion from the
military record of William M. Carroll; and

A bill (8. 8340) for the relief of John W. Terry; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 8341) granting an increase of pension to . C.
Jones; and

A bill (8. 8342) granting an increase of pension to John C.
Steeves; to the Committee on Iensions.

By Mr. PERKY : :

A Dbill (8. 8343) granting an Increase of pension.to Willinm
Oliver- (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 8344) granting a pension to Walter L. Hammond ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ASHURST:

A bill (8. 8345) granting an honorable discharge to Ustacio
B. Davison (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committec on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. CRAWFORD :

A Dbill (8. 8346) granting to the counties of Aurora and Brule.
in the State of South Dakota, the title to lands situated therein
which lie within the meandered lines defining beds of lakes: to
the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. BURTON:

A Dbill (8. 8347) granting a pension to Allen Landis (with ac-
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THORNTON :

A bill (8. 8548) waiving the age limit for admission to the
Pay Corps of the United States Navy in the case of Minor Meri-
wether, jr.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM :

A bill (8. 8349) for the relief of the heirs of Frederick T.
Dent; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JONES:

A DbiIL (8, 8350) granting a pension to Mabel F. Coen; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BURNHAM:

A bill (8. 8351) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W.
Eaton; and

A bill (8. 8352) granting an increase of pension to Elijah C.
Lawrence; to the Committee on Pensions. -

By Mr, McLEAN:

A Dbill (8. 8353) granting an increase of pension to Lucy A.
Bradley (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 8354) granting an increase of pension to David
Burns (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 8355) granting an increase of pension to Ilizabeth
Fogg (with accompanying papers) ; to the Commitiee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM :

A Dbill (8. 8356) for the enroliment of Tilla A. Provest and
Harold Provest, Nebraska Winnebago Indians, and for making
an allotment to Tilla A. Provost; to the Committee on Imdisnin
Affairs,

AMENDMENTS TO ATPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr. O'GORMAN subniitted an amendment proposing o ap-
propriate $250,000 for improving the Harlem River Ship (anal
for rectification of the bend between the Hudson Itiver and
Broadway, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the river aud
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harbor appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted an amendment proposing that
the words “ civil-gervice employees” used in section 4 of the
act of June 30, 1913, be declared to extend to and include all
employees in the unclassified service under the jurisdiction of
the War Department, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the
Army appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

Mr. McOUMBER submitted an amendment relative to the
rank of vefty officers, noncommissioned officers, and enlisted
men of the United States Navy snd Marine Corps on the retired
list who had creditable Civil War service, etc., intended to be
proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be

rinted.

’ He also submitted an amendment relative to the rank of
petty officers, noncommissioned officers, and enlisted men of the
Army on the retired list who had creditable Civil War service
in the Regular or Volunteer forces prior to April 9, 1865, ete.,
intended to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill,
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $8,500 for the improvement of Macomb Street NW.,
“ from Thirty-third Street to Thirty-sixth Street, intended to be
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill,
which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. CLAPP (by request) submitted an amendment proposing
to appropriate $2.000 for the opening and improvement of
Eighteenth Streef, between Minnesota Avenue and Good Hope
Ttoad SE. intended to be propesed by him to the District of
Columbia appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee
on Appropriations. =

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $75,000 for an inland waterway from Pensacola Bay
through Bay La Launch to the western shore of Wolf Bay,
Fla. and Ala., intended to be proposed by him to the river and
harbor appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee
on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment providing for an inland
waterway from Wolf Bay to Mobile Bay, Ala., ete., intended to
be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered
to be printed.

Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted an amendment proposing to
appropriate $400 for the expenses of the jury commission of
the District of Columbia, ete., intended to be proposed by him
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which was
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $25,000 to meet the expenses incident to holding an
international shooting competition at Camp Perry, Ohio, in co-
operation with the Perry Victory Centennial celebration to be
held in September, 1918, ete., intended to be proposed by him
to the Army appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed,
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Mr. SIMMONS submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $1,100,000 for the construction of a harbor of refuge at
Cape Lookout, N. O, ete,, intended to be proposed by him to the
river and harbor appropriation bill, which was referred to the
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

Mr. CRAWFORD submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $75,000 for such bank revetment above Elk Point, on
the Missouri River, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the
river and harbor appropriation bill, which was erred to the
Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate
$5,000 for expenses of exploration in the steppe regions of
western Siberia for specimens and seeds of yellow-flowered
hardy alfalfa for use in experimental tests, ete., intended to be
proposed by him fo the Agriculture appropriation bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and
ordered to be printed.

Mr, OURTIS submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $85 to pay A. I. Robb, of Atchison, Kans., for extra
=ervices as malil carrier, intended to be proposed by him to the
Fost Office appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be
printed.

XLIX 158

Mr. BOURNE presented an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $100,000 for improving Tillamook Bay and Bar, Oreg.,
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce and ordered to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment providing for the survey
of Nehalem Bay and River, Oreg., ete., intended to be proposed
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be
printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the
appropriation for improving the Columbia River between the
foot of The Dalles Rapids and the head of Celilo Falls, Oreg.
and Wash., from $600,000 to £1,200,000, intended to be proposed
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be
printed.

He also submitted an amendment providing for the improve-
ment of the harbor at Coos Bay, Oreg., ete, intended to be
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered
to be printed.

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the
appropriation for improving the Willamette and Yamhill Rivers,
Oreg., from $30,000 to $40,000, etc., intended to be proposed by
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

CONNECTICUT RIVER DAM,

Mr. BORAH, I submit an amendment intended fo be pro-
posed by me to the bill (8, 8033) to authorize the Connecticut
River Co. to relocate and construct a dam across the Connecti-
cut River above the village of Windsor Locks, in the State of
Connecticut, which I ask may be read and lie on the table,

There being no objection, the amendment was read and or-
dered to lie on the table, as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Boram to the DIl (8.
5033) to authorize the Connecticut River Co. to relocate and con-
struct a _dam across the Connecticut River abeve the village of
Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut, to wit:

Insert a new section, to be known as section 6, as follows :

* 8ecC, 6. That no part of the cost or expense incurred or sustained in
locatlug. constructing, building, or maintalning any dam located, con-
structed, built, or maintained under the act of June 17, 1002, entitled
‘An act appropriating the receipt from the sale and disposal of public
lands in certain States and Territories to the construction of Irrigation
works for the reclamation of arld lands,” shall be chnr‘%ed against the
entrymen or settlers taking up lands upon such reclamation projects, but
all and the entire of such cost or expense shall be borne by the Govern-
ment and paid out of the Treasury of the United States, out of any
money not otherwise appropriated, and any charges heretofore mada
against settlers or entrymen for the locating, constructing, building, or
maintaining of any such dam or dams shall be deducted and taken out
of any amonnts yet due and unpaid to the Government by and upon the
part of such entrymen or settlers.”

Sec. 2. Renumber section 6 as section T.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JOHN CARR.

On motion of Mr., Curtis, it was

Ordered, That the papers accompanying the bill 38. 6331) granting a
fenaton to John Carr, Company D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment
1linois Volunteer qunntr_v. be withdrawn from the files of the Senate,
no adverse report having been made upon the same.

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER,

Mr. BRISTOW submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
446), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Senate be, and he hereby Is, au-
thorized and directed to pay for a stenographer to a Senator who is not
chairman of a committee, at $1,200 per annum, from February 3, 1013,
to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate until the expiration
of the present Congress.

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTE,

Mr, DILLINGHAM. I submit the following resolution, for
which I ask present consideration.

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent,
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the tellers on the part of the Senate authorized by the
concurrent resolution of the two louses relating to the counting of
the electoral vote for President and Vice President of the United States
be appointed by the President pro tempore.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the resolution just
adopted by the Senate, the Chair appoints the Senator from
Vermont [Mr, DirrixcaAM] and the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr MarTINE] tellers on the part of the Senate.

INTERSTATE SHIPMENT OF LIQUORS (S. DOC. No. 1060).

Mr. GRONNA. I have a pamphlet, being a brief on tke so-
called Kenyon interstate liquor shipment bill. I ask that the
pamphlet be printed as a Senate document. '

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection it is so
ordered.,
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STANDING ROCK INDIAN RESERVATION.

Mr. CLAPP. I present a conference report, and as it is
very brief I ask unanimous eonsent for its present consideration.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (8. 109)
to authorize the sale and disposition of the surplus and unal-
lotted lands in the Standing Rock Indian Reservation, in the
States of South Dakota and North Dakota, and making appro-
priation and provision to carry the same into effect, having met,
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House and agree to the same with the following
amendments: Page 3 of the amendment, line 21, after the word
“said,” strike out the word “ reservations” and insert in lieu
thereof the word “ reservation.” Page G of the amendment, line
4, after the word “entry " strike out the word “ six” and insert
in lien thereof the word “five.” Page 6 of the amendment,
line 8, strike out the first two words of said line, fo wit: “ Four
dollars™ and insert in lien thereof the words * Three dollars
and fifty cents,” and the House agree to the same.

Moses E. Crarp,

PortER J. McCUMBER,

Hexey F. AsSHUERST,
Managers on the part of the Senatoe.

Jorx H. STEPHENS,

Scorr FErmis,

CHaarceEs H. BUBKE,
Alanagers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.
CONNECTICUT RIVER DAM.

AMr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, on Saturday last, just
before adjournment, I asked unanimous consent for the fixing
of a day for the consideration of an important bill on the eal-
endar, anthorizing the construction of a dam across the Con-
necticut River. At the request of the senior Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Boramu], the matter was deferred until to-day. I
now send to the desk a proposed unanimous-consent agreement
relating to that bill, and I ask unanimous comsent for its
adoption.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti-
cut asks unanimous consent for the adoption of the order which
he has sent to the desk, which will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

agreed by unanimous con that on Thursday,
':loig.i?mmediatel; upon the conclu:f:: of the routine mo{ﬁym
the Senate will proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 8033, calen-
dar No. 1001, authorizing the construetion of a dam aeross the Con-
necticut River, and before adjournment on that legislative day will
vote upon ;_gg amendment that may be pending, all amendments that
?; tabe ﬂgfl dﬁnm?j :npm the bill through regular parliamentary stages

This agreement shall not interfere with the vmanimous-consent a
ment entered into on Janoary 11, 1913, concerning Senate bill 4 to
prohibit interstate commerce in intoxicating liquors in certain cases
nor with appropriation bills, conference reports, or the consideration
of the commemorative resolutions which are on the calendar for Satur-
day, February 8,

Mr, BORAH. Mr. President, this bill, as I said upon Satur-
day, is apparently one of local concern only, but, upon examina-
tion of the bill, I conceive it to be one of very general concern.
I do not want to be placed in the position of opposing the proper
consideration of the bill, and I am perfectly willing that the hili
shall, for instance, be made the unfinished business, so that it
may come up from day to day and we may discuss it; but I
«o not feel this morning that I am willing to consent, at this
Jate hour in the session, that a bill, which is of vast importance
to the country, and to our part of the couniry particularly,
shall be crowded in and considered under the compulsion of a
unanimous-consent agreement. If the bill should pass without
certain amendments, judging the future by the past, the Presi-
dent would undoubtedly veto the bill, and therefore nothing
would be gained. If the bill should pass with cerfain amend-
ents, then it is the entering wedge, Mr. President, to the es-
tablishment of a policy in this country with reference to power
rites than which there is no more important subject before the
counfry. Whether I agree with the bill or whether I disagree
with it in its present form would make very little difference, for
the reason that there is not sufficient time to work out and
amplify and make efficient n power-site measure which will be
what it onght to be when it is finally adopted. What I object
tc, however, is the adoption of that which will be cited as a
precedent and the initiation of a pelicy without carrying with
it all those things which a poliey of that kind should have.

Step by step, rather quietly and inoffensively and modestly,
they are fastening upon our part of the country a system which
is not entirely agreeable to all parties. While this mepsare
may be a proper one, I think anyone must concede that there
are many other things which ought to go with it, and that many
things should be done with reference to the matter of con-
servation on the other side of the question, in order to make
conservation something aside from that of reservation. What
I want is to take np this whole question and formulate a policy
of conservation which will make our natural resources available
to the people. As it is now our coal, our power sites, our agri-
cultural lands are locked up, and it does seem to me that we
ought to formulate a policy which while conserving these
resources angainst monopoly permits them to be available to the
people. I am opposed to this piecemeal, slipshod, incomplete,
and Ineffective method of dealing with the subject.

Mr. President, just a word further. I am perfectly willing,
as I have said, to meet with all those who are in favor of estab-
lishing a policy with reference to our water-power sites, such a
policy as will prevent their being taken possession of by a few
corporations and monopolies; but, at the same time, I should
want a policy which would be of some service to the people in
the community in which the power sites are established. If we
are going to push this bill with these amendments in it, I feel
that the entire subject should be fought out and a policy as broad
as the country established, because this will be cited as a
precedent.

I ask the Senator from Connecticut if he is not willing that
this bill should be made the unfinished business, so that we may.
work out around this proposition a measure commensurate with
the importance of the subject with which it deals?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, replying to the sugges-
tion of the Senator from Idaho, I have this to observe: Of
course I understand that what he has said is tantamount to
an objection if I should persist in the application for unani-
mous consent to vote on the bill on the legislative day named.
Am I not correct? ’

AMr. BORAH. Permit me to say, Mr. President, that I would
say that it is tantamount to that only for to-day. I would have
to object to it for to-day for the reason that the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. THoxAs], who is absent, asked that the matter
be not disposed of to-day, and, so far as to-day is concerned, I
would have to object. I am very anxious—just as anxions as
anyone else ean be—that this matter be worked out; but I am
sure that only one side of it is being worked out by this bill;
and while I do not say that I would object to a unanimous-con-
sent agreement, I would object to it taking effect in so short a
time that we could not have sufficient opportunity to properly
debate the measure., I would want a longer time than the Gth
of February.

Mr. BEANDEGEE. The 6ih of February, of course, was only
the time of the legislative day upon which the bill would be
acted upon. The legislative day might run on for any num-
ber of calendar days after that, as it would if the bill were the
unfinished business,

Mr. BORAH. But it might require a vast amount of physi-
cal energy to run it on.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The only objection to making the bill the
unfinished business, Mr. President, would be that it might then
be displaced at any time if the Senate should get tired of hear-
ing the advoeates of the bill discuss it. The Senate might then
proceed to the consideration of something else, when the bill
would be swept from its preferred position and relegated to the
calendar.

So far as the discussion of the measure is concerned. of course,
it could be proceeded with any day as the unfinished business,
exactly as well as though the unanimous consent was granted;
but there was no agreement for a dispesition of the bill if
it were made the unfinished business. I had offered the
unanimous-consent proposition after conference with the chair-
man of the Committee on Commerce, the senior Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. Nerson]; with the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BANEHEAD], who drew the views of the minority; and with the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brrrox], under whose immediate
charge the bill is. It was satisfactory to all of us, and I had
hoped that the unanimous consent might be granted. I think
1 should hardly feel justified in agreeing to another course of
procedure unless there was actual objection made to this re-
quest for unanimous consent. p

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as T have said, I shall have to
object to the request for the day, but if the Senator from Colo-
rado returns to-morrow perhaps we can agree upon it. I do
not want to prevent the Senator from Connecticut getting his
bill passed at this session, but I am very anxious that a proper
time be given for its consideration, because there are extra-
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neous matters in the bill, as I look at it—there are matters in
it which ought to be in a separate bill—so that we could work
out a policy with reference to power sites without having the
extreme pressure of a local situation forcing us to the subject.

Mr. BRANDEGEE, Mr. President, I hope the Senator from
TIdaho will not proceed to the discussion of the bill now. I_do
not want to take up so much of the time of the Senate in asking
for a unanimous-consent agreement. I admit there are many
things in the bill about which Senators have different ideas, and
1 agree with the Senator from Idaho that time enough ought
to be taken in the discussion of the provisions of the bill so
that a proper bill may be worked out, if this is not a proper
bill, and that a proper policy should be adopted; but my view
has been, and still is, that that result, much to be desired,
could Dbe attained under a unanimous-consent agreement—a
proposition which could run on for any number of calendar
days—to finally dispose of it in some jway upon the legislative
day. That simply means that, without interfering with £ppro-
priation bills, conference reports, and the funeral exercises, the
bill will be kept before the Senate until it is acted upon. It
might be passed, it might be rejected, it might be amended, or
it might be indefinitely postponed or laid upon the table; but
the mere agreement to dispose of it does not at all deprive any-
body of any rights, so far as I can see.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, as I have said, I will have to
object to the request for to-day; but I do not desire to be
understood, if the Senator wishes to consider the matfer, as
objecting further than to-day.

AMr. BRANDEGER. I understand the Senator does not object
in a captious spirit at all, but in order that my own record may
be clean and that I may not have waived any right or violated
any understanding I had with the chairman of the committee,
I wanted the objection to be made for the day. I will then
confer with all these gentlemen again and propose some other
course to-morrow. I give notice, however, that each day, until
some program is agreed upon, I shall ask the Senate to attempt
to agree.upon a program for the early consideration of this bill

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I merely desire to suggest to the
Senator that it seems to me a rather unusual course to ask for
unanimous consent to consider a bill through all the stages to
its final passage, involving a matter of this importance, when
it has not been discussed at all and no consideration has been
given to the measure in the Senate.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Why, Mr. President, the procedure is not
at all unusual.

Mr. JONES. I do not remember—

Mr., BRANDEGEE. The discussion may go on, as I have
said, all the rest of the session, if Senators want to keep the
matter before the Senate——

Mr. JONES. So I understand; but the bill—-

Mr. BRANDEGEE, And if they do not so desire, they can
indefinitely postpone the bill at any time.

Mr. JONES. That, of course, is entirely plain; but I do not
remember of any time in my short service here where a bill
of any importance has been put down by unanimous consent
for consideration and disposal on a legislative day when no
discussion has been had on it at all during the session.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not care to discuss that now, be-
cause objection was made and the matter is not before the
Senate.

Mr. JONES. T simply wanted to suggest that for the con-
sideration of the Senator.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, apropos of the dis-
cussion which has just taken place, I send to the Secretary's
desk, and ask to have read for the information of the Senate,
some telegrams bearing upon the Connecticut River improvement
measure.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre-
tary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows: :

SPRINGFIELD, MASS., January 27, 1913.
Hon. WILLIAM ALDEN Saitm, Washington, D, C.:

We urge the immediate passage of Connecticut River bill as it is,
without any amendments.
HOLYOKE BOARD OF TRADE,
By MorToN HuLL, Secretary.

SPRINGFIELD, Mass., January 27, 1913,
Hon, WILLIAM ALDEN SAMITH,
U'nited States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

We trust that the Connecticut River bill will pass Congress without
amendment. This is of vital commercial lmporgmee to all the large
i}riadlus:gies and commercial interests of Springfield, Chicopee, and

olyoke.

SPRINGFIELD BOARD OF TRADE,

SPRINGFIELD, Mass., January 27, 1913
Senator WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, Washington, D. C.:

Entire membership Connecticut Valley Waterways Association urge
;)lﬁined.lnte passage in Senate, without amendment, of Connecticut River

H. H. Bowusax, Vice President.

BPRINGFIELD, Mass., January 28, 1913,
WILLIAM ALDEX SMITH,
Senate, Washington, D. C.:
me‘:f request immediate passage Connecticut River bill, without amend-
. z T ! Joux A. Dexisox, Mayor.

SPRINGFIELD, MASS., January 27, 1913.

yal )
Hon. WiLLiaM ALpEN SyiTH,

United Btates Senate, Washington, D. C.:

It is absolutely necessary to obtain adequate na tion in Conneecti-
cut River for western Massachusetts that Connecticut River bill be
passed without amendment at this session of Congress.

SPRINGFIELD BOARD OF TRADE,
CHAs, H. BECEWITI, Counsel.

INSIECTION AND GRADING OF GRAIN,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, the bill (8. 223) to pro-
vide for the inspection and grading of grain entering into inter-
state commerce, and to secure uniformity in standards and
classification of grain, and for other purposes, being Calendar
No. 870, is a bill in which the producers of cereals and grains
in the Northwest are very much interested. I give notice that
at the conclusion of the consideration of Senate bill No. 1,
which the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owex] has given
notice he would call up for consideration, I shall ask the Senate
to consider Senate bill 223.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTII.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, on January 30 I gave notice that
to-day, after the morning business was disposed of, I should
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate
bill No. 1, a bill providing for the establishment of a depart-
ment of health. T

It has been three years since a bill was introduced for the
purpose of establishing a department of health substantially
of like purpose with that which is now before the Senate, on
the calendar as Senate bill No. 1, providing for a department
of health. This bill was very thoroughly and carefully con-
sidered by the committee; many hearings were given; and it
was reported on April 13, 1912, now nearly one year ago.

The Republican Party has committed itself to the policy of
Improving the processes for caring for the public health. The
Democratic Party has declared in favor of it in terms most
explicit. The question has been referred to the President's
Commission on Efficiency, and a favorable report made by that
commission.

I do not think the bill now needs debate. I do not wish to
take up the time of the Senate to go into any prolonged debate.
I should like merely to state, as a brief—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the at-
tention of the Senator to the fact that he has not yet moved
to take up the bill

Mr. OWEN. I am now submitting a few preliminary observa-
tions, and will then make the motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sena-
tor will proceed.

Mr. OWEN. The bill merely provides for the consolida-
tion of an independent health service with our present health
service, combined with the bureaus having charge of the en-
forcement of the pure-food act and the collection of vital sta-
tistics. The matter is before the Senate, and I think it is well
understood by every Senator. I trust the matter may be dis-
posed of without any extended debate. I shall be very glad to
answer any questions with regard to it that may be asked.

I now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
Senate bill No. 1.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will not take
up this bill for consideration at this time. This is what is
generally known as the Owen medical bill. It is perhaps one
of the most generally discussed bills outside of Congress, and
it is one of the most earnestly opposed bills that has ever been
before the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President -

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Beyax in the chair).
Does the Senator from California yield to the Senator from
Utah?

Mr. WORKS.

I yield to the Senator.

Mr. SMOOT. If we are going to discuss this question and to
vote upon it, I believe we ought to have a quorum of the Sen-
ate present. I suggest the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah sug-
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Cullom Lea Shively
DBacon Cummins Lippitt * Simmons
Dourne Curtis MceCumber Smith, Ariz.
Brandegee Dillingham AMeLean mith, Ga.
Bristow du Pont Martine, N. J. th, =
Nrown Gallinger AMyers Smith, Mich,
Bryan Gamble Oliver Smoot
Burnham Gardner Owen Btephenson
Burton Gore Page Thornton
Catron Gronna [ Paynter Warren
Chamberlain Hitcheock Pere Watson
Clap Jackson Perkins Webb
('iarg. Wro. Johnson, Me. Perky Wetmore
Clarke, Ark. Jones + Pomerene Williams
Crane Kenﬁoon Richardson Works
Culberson . La Follette Sheppard

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-three Senators have re-
sponded to their names. A guorum of the Senate is present.

AMr. OWEN. Mr. President, upon my motion I call for the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, when I was interrupted I was
saying that this is what is generally known as the Owen medical
bill—

Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. HITCHCOCK addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali-
fornia yield, and to whom?

Mr, WORKS. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr., GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from California,
if he will permit me, that under our rules the motion is not
debatable. It is true the Senator from Oklahoma debated it
before making the motion, but I think we ought not to violate
our rule. We will have plenty of debate if the bill comes up.

Mr. WORKS. I am certainly not disposed to violate any of
the roles of the Senate. If there is objection——

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, I do not object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is, S8hall the Sen-
ate take up Senate bill No. 1 for consideration?

Air. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. GALLINGER. To which there is objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
ghire objects.

Mr. OWEN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of the bill. I have a right, I believe, under the parlia-
mentary rule, to have the voice of the Senate upon that question.
I ask that the yeas and nays be taken, if the motion is not
agreed to by a viva voce vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly the Senator has
a right to a vote upon whether or not the Senate will take up
the bill. But the Senator has not a right to the yeas and nays,
unless a fifth of the Senators present demand the yeas and nays.

AMr. GALLINGER. And the Senate has declined to order the
Yyeas and nays.

Mr. OWEN. I wish to suggest that there has not been sub-
mitted to the Senate the question whether or not the bill shall
be taken up.

Mr. WORKS. I ask unanimous consent that I may make an
- explanation with reference to the matter, for the purpose of
showing why I, personally, am nof prepared at the present time
to take up the discussion of the bill, and to give my reasons
therefor in a very few words.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fromy California
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed to discuss the
bill. Is there objection?

Mr. WORKS. Not to discuss the bill; I am not asking that.
I do not expect to do that.

Mr. OWEN. The request of the Senator from California, I
understand, is that the bill be not now considered because he is
not prepared to discuss it. BT e e S MR B !

AMr. WORKS. That is all. ¥ ¢

Mr. OWEN. To that I am constrained to object. BN

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The ques-
tion is whether the Senate shall take up Senate bill No. 1,
notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent that the
Senator from California be allowed to submit certain remarks
in explanation of the reasons why he does not care to have the
bill considered at t’ s time, That is all he asks.

Mr. WORKS. That is all I ask.

Mr. OWEN. I have no objection to that.

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to correct a statement by the
_Chair. I_di(l not object to the bill coming up. The ‘Senator

from Oklahoma moved that it should be taken up, and on that
motion he asked for the yeas and nays. The yeas and nays
were denied ; and the only objection I made was, the yeas and
nays htl-wing been denied, that the Senator could not renew his
reques

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the
Senator from New Hampshire to object. Is there objection to
the request that the Senator from California may proceed to
make an explanation as to his attitude upon the bill, or a per-
sonal explanation, as the Chair understands the request? The
Chair hears none. The Senator from California will proceed.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, one of the very important
questions that will arise in the discussion of this bill is as to
whether or not it is necessary legislation. On the 6th day of
January I offered a resolution here, which was passed by the
Senate, calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish
to the Senate information as to the medical activities of the
Government, and the amount of money that has been expended
during the last year for that purpose. That report has not yet
come fo the Senate. I expect it to disclose fully the different
bureaus and branches of the medical service as they now exist
and the amount of money that the Government has pald out in
sustaining the medieal activities of the Government,

The delay in receiving this report has not been upon my
part. I have inguired about it on one or two occasions. I wrote
to the Secretary of the Treasury a private letter, saying to him
that it was important that that information should be had by
the Senate before this bill was taken up. This morning, after
I learned that the Senator from Oklahoma desired to take up
the bill, I telephoned to the Treasury Department to ascertain
when that information could be had, and was informed that two
?{r the l:lurtgautslthnd x}gt yet furnished the necessary informa-

on, an a would take a day or two, or per
longer, to get that information. ¥ : REIROE S

I very much desire, and I think the Senate will desire, to
have that important information before the Senate before the
bill is taken up for discussion. It is one that n rily will -
be discussed at considerable length. I expect to make some
extended remarks upon it myself, and I desire to have this in-
formation and data before the bill is taken up for discussion.

My. SMOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

Mr. OWEN. I make the point of order that my motion is
before the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of ihe Senator
from Utah, however, has precedence,

Mr. OWEN. Then I move a recess until 2 o’clock.

Mr. SMOOT. That motion is not in order, Mr. President.

Mr. OWEN. That motion takes precedence of a motion to go
into executive session, as I understand the rules of the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. Not a motion for a recess; a motion to adjourn
is the only metion that would take precedence.

Mr. OWEN. I make a motion that the Senate adjourn and
reassemble at 2 o'clock.

Mr. SMOOT. That motion is not in order, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear from the
Senator from Oklahoma upon that motion.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President, I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alahama
suﬁ;gests the absence of a quorunm. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the follonwing Senators an-
swered to their names: ’ s

Ashurst Curtis McLean Smith, Ad.
Baeon Dillingham Mnartine, N. T. Smoot
Bourne Gallinger Myers sl‘etihmson
Brandegee Gardner O'Gorman Sutherland
Bristow Gore Oliver Swanson
Brown ., Gronna Owen Thornton
Bryan Hitcheock . Page Tillman
Burnham Johnson, Me. ;:rey : Townsend
Catron IS Johnston, Ala. rkins Warren
Chamberlain Kavanaugh Perky Watson
Clapp Kenyon Fomerene Webb
Clark, Wyo. La Follette Richardson Wetmore
Clarke, Ark. Lea Sheppard Willlams
Cullom Ligg‘itt Shively Works
Cummins M mber Smith, Ariz.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators have re-
sponded to their names, and a quorum of the Senate is present.
The Senate will pardon a statement. The Chair is of the
opinion that the motion of the Senator from Oklahoma would
take precedence, but the time having arrived to which he
moved a recess the motion becomes inoperative. The Senator
from Utah moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of executive business. The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Utah, 5
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia.
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missourl
[Mr. Sroxe]. I transfer that pair for the day to the junior

. Senator from Nevada [Mr. Massey]. I vote *yea.”

Mr, CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CHILTON]
and therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. RICHARDSON (when his name was called). I have a
.general pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. Smrra] and therefore withhiold my vote. If he were
present, I should vote “ yea."”

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. FosTER].
I therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general

pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Brices].
I transfer that pair to the junlor Senator from Colorado [Mr.
TaomAs] and vote “nay.”
_ Mr, WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE].
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Reep] and vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. SHIVELY. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Kesx] is temporarily absent from the Chamber on important
public business.

Mr. WARREN. As I stated before, I am paired with the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Foster]. I make a transfer so
that that Senator will stand paired with the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. JAcksoN]. I will therefore vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr. DU PONT (after having voted in the affirmative). I
should like to inquire whether the senior Senator from Texas
[Mr. CureeErsoN] has voted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that
that Senator has not voted.

Mr. DU PONT. Under those circumsiances, as I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Texas, I will with-
draw my vote.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will transfer my pair with the Sena-
tor from South Carolina [Mr. SarrH] to the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Farr] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce that the senior Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. NeLsox] is paired with the senior Senator
from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN].

Mr. JONES. I desire to siate that my colleague [Mr. PoIxN-
pExTER] is detained from the Chamber on important business,

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 37, as follows:

On that I ask for the yeas and

YEAS—3T.
Bourne Crawford Lippitt Smoot
Brandegee Cummins Stephenson
Bristow Curtis MeCumber Sutherland
Brown Dillingham McLean Townsend
Burnham Gallinger Dliver Warren
Burton Gamble Page Wetmore
Catron Gronna Poerking Works
Clapp Guggenheim Richardson
Clark,Wyo. Jones oot
Crane Kenyon Smith, Mich,

NAYS—3T.
Ashurst Johnson, Me. Owen Bmith, Ad
Bacon Johnston, Ala. Paynter Swanson
Bankhead Kavana Percy Thornton
Bryan La Follette Perky Tillman
Chamberlain Lea Pomereng ‘Watson
Clarke, Ark. Martine, N. J. Sheppard Webb
Fletcher Myers Shively Willlams
Gardner Newlands Simmons
Gore O’'Gorman Smith, Arlz,
Hitcheock Overman Smith, Ga.

NOT VOTING—21.

Borah Dixon Martin, Va. Smith, 8. ¢,
Bradley du Pont Massey Stone -
Bri Fall Nelson Thomas
Chiftg:n Foster Penrose
Cuiberson Jackson Polndexter
Cullom Kern Reed

So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of eéxec-
utive business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs om the
motion of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] to proceed
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 1. [Putting the ques-
tion.] The noes appear to have it.

Mr. OWEN. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll,

Mr. DU PONT (when his name was called). I have a general

pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLnERsoN]. As
he is absent from the Chamber, I will withhold my vote.
Mr. RICHARDSON (when his name was called). I have a

general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Samara]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Farr] and vote “nay.”

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. FosTter],
so that he will stand paired with the Senator from Maryland
[Mr. JacksoN]. I vote “nay.”

Mr, WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr, Brices] te my
colleague [Mr. CairTox], and I vote “ yea.”

Mr, WILLIAMS (when his name was called). With the
same explanation that I made upon the last roll call, I desire
to vote. I vote “yea.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. DILLINGHAM (after having voted in the negative). I
will inguire whether the senior Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. Timramax] has voted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted,
the Chair is informed.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Then I withdraw my vote, having a
general pair with that Senator.

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 33, as follows}

YEAS—33.

Ashurst Gore O'Gorman Smith, Ga.
‘Bacon Hitcheock Overman Swanson
Bryan Johnson, Me. Owen Thornton
Burton Johnston, Ala, Paynter Watson
Chamberlain Kavanaugh Percy Webb
Clarke, Ark. Lea Perky Willlams
Crawford Martine, N. J. Pomerene

Fletcher Myers ﬂm:ud

Gardner Newlands B , Ariz,

NAYS—33.

Borah Crane Lippitt Stephenson
Bourne Cullom Lodpge Sutherland
Brandegee Cummins MecCumber Townsend
Bristow Gallinger Oliver Warren
Brown Gronna P Wetmore
Burnham Guggenheim et Works
Catron Jones Richardson

Clapp Kenyon Smith, Mich.

Clark, Wyo. La Follette Smoot

NOT VOTING—20.

Bankhead, du Pont Massey Smith, Md.
Bradley Fall Nelson Smith, 8.
Bri Foster Penrose Stone
Chilton Gamble Poindexter Thomas
Culberson Jackson Reed Tillman
Curtis Kern Root

Dillingham MecLean Shively

Dixon Martin, Va. Simmons

So Mr. Owex's motion was not agreed to.
THE CALENDAR.

Mr. SMITH of Georgla. I move that the Senate take up the
regular calendar of business and proceed to the consideration
of unobjected bills.

Mr. LODGE and others. That is right.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgla
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of unob-
jected bills under Rule VIIL

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LODGE. Only unobjected bills are to be considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill on the calendar
will be stated.

The bill (8. 2493) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury
to make an examinatiomn of certain claims of the State of
Missouri was announced as first in order,

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The bill goes over on objec-

tipn.

The bill (8. 1505) for the relief of certain officers on the
retired list of the United States Navy was announced as next
in order.

Mr. BRISTOW. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 2151) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to use at his diseretion surplus moneys in the Treasury in the
purchase or redemption of the outstanding interest-bearing
obligations of the United States was announced as next in
order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 256) affecting the sale and disposal of public or
Indian lands in town sites, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order,
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AMr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 3) to cooperate with the States in encouraging
instruetion in agriculture, the trades, and industries and home
economies in secondary schools; in maintaining instruetion in
these vocational subjects in State normal schools; in maintain-
ing extension departments in State colleges of agriculture and
mechanie arts; and to appropriate money and regulate its ex-
penditure, was announced as next in order.

Mr, GALLINGER. I move that the bill be indefinitely post-
poned.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ordered.

Mr. PAGE subsequently said: I should like to know what
action was taken on Senate bill No. 3?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was indefinitely post-
poned.

Mr. PAGE. T suppose that is what will be eventually done

Without objection, it is so

with it, but I ask the Senate not to do it now, for I do not

know what may be the condition later.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has already been done.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the motion be reconsidered;
that the bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. PAGE. Yes; let it go over without prejudice.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the motion
by which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be recon-
sidered, and the bill goes over.

The bill (8. 2234) to provide for a primary nominating elec-
tion in the District of Columbia, at which the qualified electors
of the said Distriet shall have the opportunity to vote for
their first and second choice among those aspiring to be candi-
dates of their respective political parties for President and
Vice President of the United States, to elect their party dele-
gates to their national conventions, and to elect their national
committeemen was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 5728) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of
the Osage Nation of Indians against the United States was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT, Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

The bill (8. 3316) to repeal an act entitled “An act to pro-
mote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada,
and for other purposes,” approved July 26, 1911, was announced
a8 next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER.
Rule IX,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be
g0 ordered.

The bill (8. 5186) to incorporate the Brotherhood of North
American Indians was announced as next in order,

Mr, SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 461) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in c¢laims
of the Ponca Tribe of Indians against the United States was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over,

The bill (8. 5917) relating to procedure in United States
courts was announced as next in order.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

IARRIET PIERSON PORTER.

The bill (8. 118) granting an Increase of pension to Harriet
Plerson Porter was announced as next in order.

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, if there is no objection to that
bill, T should be very glad to have it taken up.

Mr. McCUMBER. There will be some discussion on it, if that
is done, but I do not desire to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the request of the Sen-
ator from Delaware?

Mr. DU PONT. My request is that the bill be taken up; it
has been on the calendar a very long time,

Mr. BRANDEGEE. No one has objected to its consideration.

Mr. GALLINGER. No.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No one has objected to the con-
gideration of the bill so far, Is there objection?

I ask that the bill be placed under

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, on page 1,
Hne 7, before the word “ general,” to strike out *hbrevet briga-

dier " and insert “major”; in line 7, after the name “ United
States,” to strike out “Army * and insert “ Volunteers ?: and in
line 8, after the words “ rate of,” to strike out “one hundred”
and insert “ fifty,” so as to make the bill read :

Be¢ it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, aubiect to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet
Pierson Porter, widow of Fitz John Porter. late major general, United
SBtates Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $00 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask for the reading both of the favor-
able and the adverse reports in this case,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre-
tary will read as requested.

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. pu PosT April
10, 1912, as follows: =

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 118)
granting an increase of pension to Harriet 1. Forter, have examined
the same and report :

This bill as amended proposes to increase from $12 to $50 per month
the pension of Harriet P. Porter, widow of Fitz John Porter, late major
general, United States Volunteers.

The military history of Gen. Fitz John Porter shows that Lie was a
cadet at the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1841, to
July 1, 18435, whenﬁ;rudunted and appointed brevet second lieutenant,
Fourth Artillery, e _was promoted full second lieutenant June 1%,
1846; first lieutenant May 29, 1847 ; and was breveted assistant adju-
tant general June 27, "1856. He was commissioned as colonel
Fifteenth Infantry, May 14, 18061, and a few days later was appoiml
brigadier general of Volunteers. Ile was promoted maijor general of
Yolunteers July 14, 1862, and was cashiered and dlsmissed from the
Army January 21, 1863. By act of Congress, approved July 1, 1836,
he was restored as colonel of Infantry, to rank from May 14, 1861, and
was retired from active service August 7, 1886. Ie served in the
War with Mexico from September 6, 1846, to September, 1847, when
wounded at the storming of Chapultepec. Gen. l'orter died Lfay ¥
1901, at the ripe old age of 80 years.

A similar bill, 8. 55693, was introduced In the Sixty-first Congress
and referred to a_ subcommittee. The followin report made by that
subcommittee in the third session of the Sixty-first Congress sets out
ll:ﬁ detail the services of Gen. Porter and the pecullar elreumstances in

5 rase :

“Your subecommittee, to whom was referred S.
slon to Harriet Pierson Porter,
following amendment, viz:

“ Amend the title so as to read: ‘Granting an increase of pension
to Harriet Pierson I'orter.’”

“In line 8 strike out the period and insert a comma and {he words
‘In llen of that she is now recelving.'

“ Maj. Gen, Fitz-John Porter, to whose widow the Dbill gives an in-
crease of pension, entered the United States Military Academy in 1841,
graduated in 1845, and took part with the greatest distinetion in all
the battles of our Army under Gen. Scott in the Mexican War. He was
wounded in the desperate assault upon the Belen Gate of the City of
Mexico, the 2 other officers of his battery being killed, and 27 out of
30 enlisted men of the battery being killed or wounded.

“ He served with honor in the Regular Army until the breaking out
of the Civil War, when he was appointed colonel of one of the new
regiments of Infantry, and soon terwards major general of Volun-
teers, being assigned to the command of a division and afterwards the
Fifth L‘orgg of the Army of the Potomac under Gen. MeClellan, De-
tached with his corps from that Army and ordered to join Gen. John
Pope in front of Washington, he took Eart in the second Battle of Bull
Run in August, 1862, where the Fifth Corps lost in about an hour's
time 2,151 men, being one-third of its force present. Not long after
a successful attempt was set on foot to un{pstly make Gen. Porter the
scapegoat of the disastrous defeat of the Unlon forces in that battle.
Charges were preferred against him, and notwithstanding his indignant
assertions of entire innocence he was tried by a general court-martial,
which, after hearing a great deal of conflicting testimony, found him
gullty and sentenced him fo be cashiered and not allowed to hold uny
offica of trust or Eroﬂt under the United States Government.

* Conscious of his Innocence, Gen. Porter used every effort for years
to have his case reopened, and, after many unsuccessful attempts, in 1878
President Hayes at last ordered a board of inquiry to make a thorough
investigation of his case. WVarious original dispatches and other impor-
tant papers which had not been presented at the court-martial were
laid before this board, together with the testimony of many Confederate
general officers as to the exact location and strength of the southern
troops opposed to Porter at the second Battle of Bull Run, upon which
were based some of the chief allegations in support of the original
charges, all of which conelusively showed that the previous evidence
agalnst him was absolutely false and misleading.

* The members of the board of Inquiry, consisting of Gens. Schofield,
Terry, and Getg,

5393, granting a pen-
reports the same favorably with the

after a most searching Investigation lasting over 12
months, reported that *the original charges and specifications bore no
discernible resemblance to the nctual facts in the case. That the judg-
ment of the original court-martial upon Gen, Porter's conduct was hased
upon totally erroneous impressions, not only respecting what his con-
duct renl{iy was, but respecting all the ecircomstances under which he
acted, and that not one of all the gallant soldiers who took part in
the occurrences under consideration was less deserving of such con-
demnation than he.’

“ They further reported that, in their opinlon, *justice requires at
his hands such action as may be necessary to annul and set aslde the
findings and sentence of the court-martlal in the ease of Maj. Gen.
Fitz-John Porter, and restore him to the positions of which that sen-
tence deprived him, such restoration to take effect from the date of his
dismissal from the service.'

* President Hayes submitted this report to Congress ' for snch action
as shall seem expedient and just,’ and although Gen. Grant, in a printed
article in the North American Review made a very strong appeal that
ustice be done to Gen, Porter, no action was taken by Congress until

une 25, 1885, when the bill was passed restoring him to the Regular
Army with the rank of colonel as of the date of his dismissal, coupled
with the proviso that he was to recelve no pay or emoluments during
the time he was out of service.

FEBRUARY 3,
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“@Gen, Porter, upon his complete vindicatlon and restoration to the
Army, did mnot reccive the back pay and emoluments, amounting to
$07,310.18, to which he would have been entitled had he not been most
unjustly deprived of his commission, and which he should have re-
ceived under every principle of justice and equity and in conformity
with the precedents established by several analogous cases. In the
npinion of r subcommittee this is a sufficient ressom for excluding
fromn consideration the fact that Mrs. Porter, who owns no real estaie
whatever, hnstn.P incﬁme St a little o‘:lee:l 51,1’00 a year upon which she
has to support herself and an unmarr o

A tentlign ed to the statement of account hereto appended
in the case of Gﬁtil.ll"muhn Por:ie:. Iimd also te a mmt::ttgt 3.10-

us eases in which back pay and sllowances were Cers
;\ﬁm were restored to the Army as of the dates of \‘ieir original com-

missions, «g. A pu Poxr”

Statement of account in the case of AMaj. Gen. Fitz-John Mf show-
ing the amount schich would be due him on the assumplion that he
remained in the service as @ major gencral of Volunteers uniil Dec. 1
1863, and that from thet dalc up to Aug. 6, 1886, he held the grade o
colonel on the active list.

PAY.

4 5 y . 31, 1865, pay of a major eral, at
I e I M e e $5, 226. 00
Jan. c]h' fgﬁl‘i, to Feb. 28, 1865, 15 rations a day, at 30 cents

eacH id == = 1, 80D. 00

= day, at 50 cen
M?-;}-El' wsf,_ _t?_Dec. 81, 1865, 15 rations a day 2. 250, 00
Total pay 9, 285. 00

ALLOWANCES.
servaeﬁts: The officer was entitled to servants, not to exceed four, if
employed.
Jan. 21, 1863, to Mar. 2, 1865, 4 servants, at $11 per month

$1, 116. 13

month __. A 590. 40
Total servant hire 1, 706. 53
for h et r 1
I TBeS, . ®
h“ : au‘o rxfgfssgf taoliec. 1, 1?65. at $20 permonth_________ —  $463.90
PAY.
Jan. 1, 1868, to June 30, 1866, pay of colonel, at $95 per =
mon §570. 00
6 ratlons and 4 additional rations for length of service, at
50 cents - 900. 00
July 1, 1866, to Mar. 1, 1867, pay of & colonel, at §95 per =S
[ ;ﬁlons_iﬁa-ﬁ additional rations for length of service, at L2
M;r. 2, nlgﬁ‘?. to July l-f,- 1870, pay of a colonel, at §110 >
05"1 Y806, o June 30, 1668, 333 per cent increase oa pay A2
3053 Y T
J-urhy . under section X of the 5 Mar. g AR BT
Mar. E. 1867, to July 27, 1867, 6 rations plus § additional
muz%.nsﬁgvlefog?mﬁ 35150 6 o plus 5 additional S
Jul y 14, , 6 ra X
lr{uons, at B0 cents 3, 554. 21
Jan. 1, 1866, to July 14,
Toilas] TE” for period from Jan h 4 12 882 48
BERVANT HILE,
rant loyed—July 1, 1806, to July 14, 1870,
¥ 251'3;'3:;:‘;.3:1;? Boguch per j‘;:mnu.l_ g $1, 552. 00
Forage for horses Jan. 1, 1865, Mar. 2, 1867, at $12 per
month 312. G0
PAY,
Iy 14, 1870, to Aug. 5, 1886, of a colonel with more
Jutﬁa.n 20 :‘ears' seruﬁce. at $4,500 per annum. . ______ 72 262,50
Bummary.
Jan. 21, 1863, to Dec. 31, 1865 , 285. 00
J::. 1, 1866, to July 14, 1870 ﬂ, 832,40
Total —__ 22, 117. 46
Y.ess b per cent tax__ 1, 106. 87
2%: 010. 59
Pay—July 14, 1870, to Aug. 5, 1880 72 282, 50
Total pay e 93, 273. 00
ALLOWANCES.
Bervant hire 3, 258. 53
Fol;?; T7B.56
4,037.09

BTATEMESNT OF ANALOGOUS CASES.

“ The act of Febrnary 24, 1905 (23 Stat. L., 806), contains the fol-
Yo R bt the Dt ting officers a are hereby, dt

L e proper acconn and | , -
rected Lo settle and adjust to %anh K.bﬁc:{zeal.%w of the late
Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, all back llflﬁ and emoluments that
would have been due and Begaynhle to the sal athaniel H. MecLean as
a major from July 23, 1 , to the date of his reinsts Mareh 3,
1875, and that the amount due by sald adjustment is hereby appro-
priated,. t{:edbe paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated.’

e n%m—'rm officer resigned from the service July 23, 1804, on
account of having been ordered to Oregon for duty. e order send-
ing him to Oregon was the result of his activity in unearthing frauds
in the Quartermasier Department and his resignation was in the nature
of a protest against the treatment which was accorded him. The full
circumstances relating {o the matier will be found in House Report
No. 270, Forty-third Congress, second session, and Senate Report No.
126, Fifty-third 8, second session,

“Attention is called to the case of Collins v, United States (14 C.
Cls,, 568; and 15 C. €l 22)

8., 22).

“In this case the officer was restored to the Army and gudzmnt
was rendered in his favor for back pay n.muunung to $17,987.83,
“In the case of Kilburn v. United States (15 C. Cls., 41, 46) the

court used this -

“*‘In all the cases erred to lbepnrtj.es to whom baek pay has Leen
allowed have been considered by Congress to have been illegally or
umjostly or inadvertently dismissed the zervice. In order to remedy
the wrong or repair the injustice of sueh dismissal, it has Leen com-
sldered both just and humane that its revocation should be complete,
nnd shonld relate back to the day of the order of dismissal, so as to
make the pa entitled to full pay, as though no such order had ever
been made. (Winfers v. The United States, 3 C. Cls. R., 136: Smith ».
United States, 2 C. Cls. R., 208.) Bat such arrearages of pay have in
every instance been allowed only under the acts of Congress authorizing

ciaries under them to assume a definite rank from a past date.
'I‘"il2[szqul‘.:::!tdne is fully expounded in the case of Maj. Col (ante,
P- .

Mre. Porter now receives a pension of $12 per month, provided by the
acts of January 20, 1887, and Aprll 19, 1033, on nccognt of herydls-
tinguished hnsband's service in the Mexican War. Bhe was married to
{_ge\'dmery o agimﬁhl}arch 19, 1857, and is now over 72 years of age and

r health.

In a sworn statement accompanying the bill she declares that her
average income from railroad bonds, ete., s about $1,700 per year.

In view of the statements set forth in the fi & majority of
{oix]n- eomg.fttlelge rtaam:'mﬁend :hgh passage of umhbnd when amended as
ollows : rike oun e words “ one hu " and Insert in
lien thereof the word * fifty.” e

On line 7 strike out the words “brevet brigadier " and insert in lien
thereof ‘the word “ major,” and in the same line strike out the word

Army "™ and insert in lleu thereof the word * Volunteers.™

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The views of the minori ty will

now be read, as requested by the Senator from North Dakota.
The Becretary read as follows:
VIEWS OF THE MINORITY,
Mr. McCuMmeER, on the part of the minority of th
the following . o Y e eommittee, submits
The minority of the Committee on Peusions, feeling that the eclaim
for a special bill in this case is wholly unjustified from an standpoint,
submit the following reasons for their refusal to concur with the major-
ity of the committee in reporting this bill faverably :

COMMITTEE OX PENSIONS CREATED TO RELIEVE CASES OF DESTITUTION
ONLT.

Preceding the rules which hava governed the committee fi
years is a note, which rends as follows: g 5 A

“ Nore.—The Pension tees of the two Houses of Congress were
created to consider a vc&:ew claims in which, from their peculiar cir-
cumstances of extreme bility and destitution, adequate relief could
not Le obtained from the burcau, * * #  Nor is it the policy of the
Government to provide full suppert for soldiers or their widows, but

solely to prevent absolute want, and it is belicved, therefore, that private
ﬁenn on legislation should be restricted to cases of such extreme destitu-
on as render assistance imperative.”

Rule 7 provides:

* Where the widow of an officer is pensioned under the net of April 19,
1908, an increase will not be recommended in excess of the general-law
rating for his rank; in eases where the circumstances suggest that a
lower rate would be proper such lower rate only will be recommended.”

Rule T also prov. .

“ No Increase of pension fo widows will be recommended above the
general-law rating except in cases of destitution, to be substantiated by

tent testimony ; and the word ‘destitution’ will be held to mean
the same when g to an officer or his widow as when applied to a
rivate or his widow ; it will not be contracted or expanded to meet par-
icular cases.”
ese rules are recited, first, to show the purpeses of private pension
legislation, and, second, fo show wherein the particular case in question
should be governed by those rules.

In a sworn statement accompanying the bill, AMrs. Porter declares that
her average income frcm railroad bonds, ete., is8 about $1,700 per year.
In addition to this she is recelving $144 per year pension, making her
total Income §1,844 per year, or over §15 r month,

This is not a case of destitution. And if it is not a case of destitu-
tion, what is it% Favoritism, gure and simple.

If Mrs. Porier should be entitled to $600 per year pension, in addi-
tion to her present income from other sources, then the widow of every
other officer of similar rank should receive the same, and she should
receive it under a law. It is not the proper province of either
the committee or Congress to single out anyone for speeial favor. If
the general law does not grant sufficient pension to the widows of offi-
cers, then the general law should be changed and made applicable to all

B ting this special favor to one who is not in need of it we are
C.

cum{%l‘mn ntnll.t:?k injustice to the hundreds who are refused and who

are in need o

Mr. DU PONT.
this matter.

The views of the minority, after citing the rules of the Pen-
sion Committee, which I have already discussed in the case of
Mrs. Hawking, states that Mrs. Porter's case is not a case of
destitution but of “faveritism, pure and simple,” and that if
she should be entitled to $G00 per year, as provided in the bill,
in addition to her present income from other sources, * then
the widow of every other officer of similar rank should receive
the same,” and that by granting this * special favor"™ we are
committing a “ rank injustice” to others.

I take issue with these statements. Mrs. Porter's case has
nothing in common with the hundreds of other cascs that have
come before Congress. It is unigue., Nothing like it hag ever
occurred before and probably will never occur again. Gen.
Porter belonged to the Regular Army for almost 22 yearsg, his
gervice including both the Mexican and Civil Wars. During the

My, President I sish to say a few words on

former war he was wounded in the hereoic assault upon the Belen
Gate of the City of Mexico, the other two officers of his battery
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being killed, and 27 of the 30 enlisted men which composed it
being killed or wounded. In the latter war he served with great
distinetion and gallantry until the autumn of 1862, when he was
unjustly court-martialed and dismissed from the Army. In
1878, by direction of President Hayes, a searching reinvestiga-
tion as to the real facts in the case was made by a court of
inquiry, which vindicated Gen. Porter in the most handsome
manner, and reported that the judgment of the original court-
martial was based upon totally erroneous impressions not only
respecting what his conduct really was, but respecting all the
circumstances under which he acted, and added that justice
required that the findings and sentence of the original court-
martial be annulled and set aside, and that he be restored to
the position of which he had been deprived, such restoration to
take effect from the date of his dismissal from the service. It
was not until 1885 that Congress took action and restored him
to his rank in the Regular Army, but under the influence of
party prejudice denied him the pay or emoluments during the
time that he was unjustly deprived of his commission, which
amounted to a large sum of money. This latter stipulation was
contrary to all precedents and in violation of every principle of
equity and justice.

Mrs. Porter is over 70 years of age and has a daughter de-
pendent upon her for support. It is submitted that the granting
of the pengion provided for in the bill is not by any means an
act of “favoritism,” but a proper recoguition of the long, faith-
ful, and distinguished service which Gen. Porter had rendered
to his country in two wars. I trust that the bill for her relief
may be favorably considered by the Senate, which would thus
make indirectly, but in a very meager and inadequate way, Some
compensation for the pay and emoluments of which her husband
was so unjustly deprived.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if I remember aright, an-
other bill which had a place on the calendar just preceding the
pending measure was considered by the Senate at the last ses-
sion. I refer to the bill granting an increase of pension fo the
widow of Gen. Hawkins. The evidence in that case showed that
the elaimant was in receipt, as I now remember, of an income
in the neighborhood of $1.400 per annum. It differs from this
bill only in the matter of the amount. In this particular case
the claimant is now in receipt of a general income amounting
1o $1,844 a year, or about $150 per month.

Mr. President, this brings clearly before the Senate the dan-
ger of passing these special bills without consideration and
without any general rule that would apply to all cases. Sup-
pose, now, that we were to pass this bill in favor of Mrs. Porter,
and should grant her this extra sum of $600 per year as is
provided in this bill, giving her something over $2,000 a year,
what answer could we make to the claim of Mrs. Hawkins that
she has not been justly treated? What reply could we give to
hundreds of other widows who are exactly in the same position,
namely, whose claims have been rejected because they did not
bring their cases within the very salient rule of the committee,
whieh indieates the very purpose for which the committee was
created, or, at least, the main purpose which it is conserving
to the public, and that is, to grant relief only in cases of desti-
tution.

1 confess that I know very little about the merits of the con-
troversy which resulted in the dismissal of Gen. Porter and his
reinstatement in his position; but I do know that if he was
unjustly removed by court-martial, then certainly his widow
ought to be entitled to present a bill to the Committee on
Claims, and if there was anything due to the general that was
unjustly taken from him the Committee on Claims ought to
investigate that gquestion and grant such relief as would be
proper and just in that particular case.

I would be in favor of that eourse; but I am not in favor of
trying the question whether or not the general was unjustly
depriyed of his salary and emoluments for a number of years in
connection with an application for the benefit of Mrs. Porter
which, if allowed, would take her case entirely out of the gen-
eral range of cases that have been considered by the Committee
on Penslons.

I have said time and again, Mr. President, that the Senate. by
allowing a spirit of sympathy or of favoritism or of friendship
in some particular case to govern them, will necessarily put
the committee in a position that will be extremely embarrassing.
T again call attention to that portion of the report which I sub-
wmitted as the views of the minority as to the very object of the
creation of this committee. It was created, in the first instance,
Senators, for the purpose of cousidering general pension legis-
lation. Its functions were increased so that it should consider
special legislation for what purpese? Not for the purpose of tak-
ing up particnlar cases in which any Senator would desire to have
a pension increased, but for the sole and only purpose that, sit-

ting as a quasl court of equity, it might do justice to those cases
which conld not be reached by the general law. We ought not
to extend the function of that committee; we ought not to ex-
tend the power of that committee so that it will go beyond this
and take up any case without reference to any rule and grant
such pension as the momentary impulse of either the committee
or the Senate may dictate. !

As I have stated in this report, the very purpose of the com-
mittee—its operation, at least—is indicated in the little note
preceding our rules, which reads:

The Pension Committees of the two Houses of Congress were created
to consider a very few claims—

Those “few claims” have increased very materially—
in which, from their peculiar ecircamstances of extreme disability and
destitution, adequate relief could not be obtained from the bureau.

I want to call attention to the fact that in every case the
qluestlon of disability and destitution becomes a leading ques-
tion.

Nor is it the polic
soldiers or their pwldo\?va?fh:%escf{rgl?ﬁm;;ﬁre?t gm’l?ﬁer?vl;n%?r;%gtitr?:
believed, therefore, that private pension legislation should be restricted
to cases of such extreme destitution as render assistance imperative.

Following out this very object, the very soul and spirit of
the power which was given to the committee to consider special .
pension legislation, the rules further provide:

No increase of pension to widows will be recommended above the
Ennersl—law rating except in cases of destitution, to be substantiated

y competent testimony—

Mark this part of a proper rule—
and the word * destitution ™ will be held to mean the same when applicd
to an officer or his widow as when applled to a private or his w%‘uw;
it will not be contracted or expanded to meet particular cases.

Mr. President, we are now asked to expand it enormously to
meet a particular case. The income of Mrs, Porter to-day is
about $1,844 per year. It is asked by this bill to increase it
$£600 more, so that it will be $2,444 per year.

I object to this; I oppose it because it does an injustice to
the hundreds of widows whose cases we have turned down in
the past, and becanse it forces upon us a precedent that we can
hardly escape in the consideration of future cases that may
come before the committee.

Since T have been chairman of the Committee on Pensions
my main efforts have been directed toward the preventing that
committee ever being used for the purpose of favoritism. 1
think we have been eminently successful in that endeavor. We
have an established rule that in no case will we recommend a
pension above $50 per month. The Senate itself has overruled
that sort of unwritten law of the committee on two or three
occasions—I think two within the last two years—where $100
a month has been granted.

We are now brought face to face with a condition that we
ought to meet, and ought to meet fairly. If, as a matter of
fact, Mrs. Porter is entitled to $50 per month without reference
to the amount of her income, then there are at least 200 widows,
whose husbands were of the same rank, who are entitled to
the same amount., If they are entitled to that, then we ought
to have the courage to stand up here and vote through a gen-
eral bill, so that we will not be forced to take up one bill and
grant fifty or one hundred dollars a month and then take up
another bill and grant twelve or fifteen dollars per month.,

Mr, DU PONT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. McOUMBER. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. DU PONT. I should like to ask the Senator from North
Dakota a question. He spoke of some 200 or 250 widows whose
husbands were of the same rank as Gen. Porter. I should like
to ask him if there are any of those 250 widows whose hus-
bands were unjustly driven out of the service and lost for a
long period of years the pay and emoluments to which they
were entitled and were deprived of them in this way? That is
what differentiates this case from the others.

Mr.. McCUMBER. Mr, President, undoubtedly no two cases
are alike. I again assert that if the widow of Gen. Fitz John
Porter has any just claim against the Government for the
deprivation of the general during his life of certain salaries
that should have been received by him during that time the
remedy is and ought to be by a bill which would refer that
matter to the Court of Claims or the Commiitee on Claims.
The Senate Committee on Pensions did not investigate that
matter. It was not necessary for them to investigate that
matter. So I simply ask the Senate to stand with that rule of
the committee, which was designed to secure the doing of
equal justice in respect to every claim brought before them.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, Gen. Fitz John Porter was
a New Hampshire man. At the time when passions were heated
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there were many people in New Hampshire who believed that
Gen. Porter had not done his entire duty as an officer of the
Army of the United States. That time has passed, and a monu-
ment has been erected in the city of Portsmouth to the memory
of Gen, Porter.

When this matter was under discussion before the House of
Representatives a Member of that House from New Hampshire,
who served under Gen. Porter, made a speech that cleared up,
in my mind, every thought that I ever had entertained—and I
confess I had entertained some doubts—as to Gen. Porter’'s
loyalty and as to his conduct while he represented the Govern-
ment on the field of battle.

The record of this man is a remarkable record. It goes back
to the War with Mexico, where he performed distinguished
service and where he received a very severe wound. To my
mind, in dealing with this particular case, the fact is worthy of
consideration that this man, because of the unjust accusations
made against him—and beyond a doubt they were unjust—was
deprived of some $60,000 that he otherwise would have received.
1 understand, in fact, that it is a much larger amount than that.

Mr. DU PONT. Nearly $£00,000.

Mr. GALLINGER. Nearly $90,000, that he otherwise would
have received, had not those accusations been made against him.
Ie died in comparative poverty. During all the long years
that he served the Government he had accumulated in bonds, I
believe, enough to give his widow an income of $1,700 a year.
That $1,700 a year went to support the widow and an unmarried
daughter whom she is supporting at the present time.

Congress gave this widow a pension of $12 a month, which
slie is now receiving, To my mind it is a most extraordinary
thing that any member of the Committee on Pensions should
haggle about this proposed increase to $50 per month. I hesi-
tate to say a word on this subject, because for a number of
years I served as chairman of fhe Committee on Pensions, and
the very rale that the Senator from North Dakota has inyvoked—
or a portion of if, at least—was written by me. But that rule
never was used to debar worthy widows whose husbands had
served with great distinetion as officers of the United States.

If I remember correctly—and I do not say this at all in a
coutroversial spirit—the Senator from North Dakota has de-
clared over and over again that he did not believe the widow
of a general officer was entitled to any more pension than the
widow of a private soldier. I think I am not incorrect in
making that statement.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator can assert that as my state-
ment on prior occasions and as my statement to-day.

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course I take issue with that, Mr.
P'resident, because I think it is a most extraordinary position
for a Senator to take.

I do not know how many widows of general officers holding
the rank of major general, without any reference to the great
injustice that was done Gen. Fitz John Porter, are receiving
less than $50 per meonth, but I know that a great many of
them are receiving that amount and some of them a much larger
amount.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. Has the Senator in his mind the idea that the
committee has refused to recommend a pension of $50 per
month in this case?

Mr. GALLINGER. I have that in mind; yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that the bill pro-
vides $50 a month pension for the widow of Gen. Porter.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the committee has so reported, but
the chairman of the commitiee insists that the bill ought not to
pass. That is what I am addressing myself to—the aititude of
the chairman of the committee. The chairman of the committee
\\'antz this woman to remain on the pension roll at $12 per
month.

I have a little list here, to which I will refer in a moment. I
remember that the Senate in its wisdom—and it was an act of
wisdom, notwithstanding the Senator from North Dakota took
wrecisely the position he does now, in opposition to it—voted
55‘0 a month to the widow of Admiral Schley. I voted for it.
I believed it was right, notwithstanding the rule that the Sena-
tor then invoked, which he argued ought to debar her from re-
ceiving more than $12 per month, I suppose.

We are not granting such large pensions now as we did
shortly after the war, and I am glad we are not. We then
voted $2,000 a year, in one case, to the widow of an officer not
more distinguished than was Gen. Fitz John Porter. I think in
severnl instances pensions of as much as $2,000 per year wero
granted—to the widows of Gen. Thomas, Gen. Logan, Gen. Blair,

and others—and a pension of $2,500 was granted to the widow
of Gen. Sheridan. In running over the list I have found
number of cases which I want to put in the Recorp, because
they are illuminating. They may not have been wisdom, but
they were the action of Congress.

Sallie R. Alexander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas T. Alex-
ander, is getting $50 a month. She is the widow of a leutenant
colonel. 3

Emily L., widow of Gen, Benjamin Alvord, is getting $30 a
month.

HEliza B., widow of Gen. Robert Anderson, was given $30 a
month, and it was afierwards increased to $£100.

Abby P., widow of Gen. Richard Arnold, is gelting $30 a
month.

Juliet Opie H., widow of Col. Romeyn B. Ayers, iz zetting
$75 a month. .

Margaret T., widow of Commander Samuel IT. Baker, United
States Navy, $50 a month.

Mary A., widow of Gen. Edward D. Baker. $50 a month.

Mrs. Mary Palmer Banks, widow of Gen. Nathaniel P. Banks,
is getting $100 a month.

Mary T., widow of Gen. Joseph K. Barnes, $50 a month.

Elizabeth T. Beall, $50 a month.

Fannie 8., widow of Admiral John C. Beammont, £350 a month,

Mary A. Bedel, $50 a month.

Margaret C., widow of Admiral Henry H. Bell, $30 a month.

Mrs. Henry A. Benham, widow of Gen. Henry A. Benham,
$50 a month.

Eliza Berry, widow of Gen, Hiram G. Berry. $30 a month.

Emily B., widow of Gen. Daniel D. Bidwell, $50 a month.

Maria A., widow of Gen. David B. Birney, £50 a month.

Sarah M. Bissell, widow of Commodore Simon B. Bissell, $50
a month.

Sarah R., widow of Paymaster John V. B. Bleecker, $30 a
month—a paymaster in the Navy, I suppose.

Elise Blenker, $50 a month.

Nancy Carson Blunt, $75 a month.

Ellen M., widow of Pay Director William Benton Boggs, £50
a month—I presume a pay director in the Navy.

Henrietta E., widow of Rear Admiral Charles 8. Boggs, £50
a month.

Celestia A., widow of Horace Boughton, $30 a montl.

Leonora A. Boyden, $50 a month,.

Jane D., widow of Capt. Thomas I.. Brent, $50 a month.

Martha C., widow of Capt. Kidder Randolph Breese, $30—a
captain, not a major general.

F. Selina Buchanan, $50 a month.

Prigcilla R. Burns, $50 a month.

Mrs. Rochie Brien Buell, widow of Gen. George I’. Buell. $30
a month.

Hattie A.. widow of Gen. Ward B. Burnett, $30 a monih,

Mr. President, I happen to have information that some of
those widows have quite as much property, and in some in-
stances I know more property, than has the widow of Gen. Fitz
John Porter. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Currom] reminds
me that the widow of Gen. John M. Palmer is receiving $50 a
month, and I recall that fact; and the widow of Gen. McClellan,
and a great many others I have not named. I have simply se-
lected a few.

It is sometimes a good thing to break rules. The Senate broke
rules when I was chairman of the Committee on Pensions, in
many instances overruling me, and I did not find any fault.
I wanted to keep down these special pension bills as much as
possible. I think they ought to be kept down, and there ought
to be great discrimination exercised. But it is a little different
when we come to consider a case like this, where a man per-
formed the remarkable services that Gen. itz John Porter did
in two wars, and left his widow, accustomed to some of the lux-
uries of life, at least, with a mere pittance, because it is a pit-
tance. Her income is less than girls are receiving as stenogra-
phers in the Capitol to-day, and half of what some young men
are receiving as clerks to committees in the Capitol to-day.

I submit, Mr. President, that it is hardly worth while for the
Senate to spend a great deal of time in coming to the conclusion
that this bill, amended as it has been, should be passed. I
should have opposed a pension of $100 a month. But this bill,
amended as it has been fo $50 a month, ought not to be opposed
by any Senator, and certainly ought not to be defeated by a vote
of the Senate.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I am constrained to believe
that it is always worth while for the Senate to prevent injustice
being done; that it is always worth while for the Senate, as
nearly as it can, to insist that equal justice shall be done to all
Persons,
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The Senator has read the names of a large number of people
who receive pensions of $50 a month. As is well known, this
system of granting private pensions is a system that has been
followed for more than half a century. Immediately after the
close of the war, when, it seems to me, that perhaps we were
swayed more by impulse than we are to-day, but very little
attention was paid to the needs of the claimants. Those pen-
sions were voted upon the record of the officer, and upon that
record alone.

I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he
knows of a single case in the last quarter of a century in which
a private pension bill carrying $50 per month has been passed
for ullﬁ’ benefit of a widow who had an income of over §150 per
month?

Mr. GALLINGER.
which.I hand to him.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator refers to the case of the
widow of Admiral Schley. I do not remember now just what
her income was. I stated but a short time ago that that was
one of the cases in which the Senate had made an exception and
had granted a pension in a case where I thought it ought not
to be granted, on account of the income that was being received.

Mr. President, the Senate has that power, It has the power
to make any kind of precedent it sees fit to make, If it de-
sires by its vote that the widow of Gen. Hawkins, who has an
income of $1,400 a year, shall receive no additional pension, but
that the widow of Gen. Porter, who has an income of over
$1,800 a year, shall receive a pension of $50 a month, the Senate
can do that. There will be at least one vote against that incon-
gistency and that injustice.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: ““A bill granting an in-
crease of pension to Harriet Pierson Porter.”

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH.

The bill (8, 1) to establish a burean of health, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

TONCA INDIARS OF OELAHOMA AND NEBRASEA,

The bill (8. 5169) authorizing the Ponca Tribe of Indians to
intervene in the suit of the Omaha Indians in the Court of
Claims, and for other purposes, was considered by the Senate
as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with amendments, on page 2, line 6, after the word
“ authorities,” to insert * under contract approved by the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, in
accordnnce with the provisions of existing law ”; and on line
13 to strike out “ to decree the fees to be paid to the attorney
employed by the Ponca Indians to represent them therein and
his associates, such fees to be paid out of any funds of the
tribe in the Treasury of the United States,” and insert * said
court shall decree the amount of the fee to be paid the attorney
for the claimant Indians, such amount to be deducted from
any money which may be found to be due said Indians: Pro-
vided, That the amount of the attorney’'s fee shall not be
greater than that named in the approved contract,” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it cnacted, ete., That the Ponca Tribe of Indians, residing in
the States of Oklahoma and Nebraska, is hereby authorized and em-

wered to appear in and be made es to any sult or suits in the

urt of Claims heretofore institu or which may hereafter be n
under and by virtue of an act of Congress approved June 22, 1910,
entitled “An act of Congress authorizing the Omaha Tribe of Indians
to submit claims to’ the Court of Claims,” with full rights of appeal
as therein provided for other tribes.

In such suits the Ponea Tribe may file such tions, interventions,
answers, or other pleadings as they may be advised are necessary or
pr?cr. “{h;%la lem:lﬁ1 nlmll‘ba mﬁ&dﬂbyndtheh a.tgnrgfy selected
an 0 tribal an under con approved
by thgn(]:gmmlnioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre of the ﬂ&m'lor.
in accordance with the (_? ns , o t
tribe therein; and the Court of Claims sghall have full gurisﬁictlon.

1 and equitable, in such suits to hear and determine the ts

the Ponca Indians against the United States and against any o
tribe or band of Indians parties thereto; and upon final deter: jon
of any such suit sald court shall decree the amount of the fee to be
g:ld ihe attorney for the claimant Indians, such amount to be de-
> cﬁ_%c n&wm snyﬂ:.goney nwidﬂi]! myalgntonn.d %o b:h dﬂe sttidbelndhm:

rovid Tha amount o rney’'s fee all no greater
than that named in the approved contract.

The amendments were agreed to,

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to inquire, but I see the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN] is not in his seat, as to what
the fees ordinarily are that are named in the approved con-
tracts. But the Senator from Utah [Mr, Saroor] suggests that

I call the Senator’s attention to the bill

the bill is all right; and as I know very little about Indian
affairs, I will not oppose it at all,

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I took up the
question with the department, and the department approves
this bill, with the amendments that have just been made.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, my colleague is absent from the
Senate at this time. Personally, I am not familiar with the
bill. I have no information in regard to it. I should like to
see it reasonably limited, however; but I do not know enough
about the measure to propose a proper amendment, if one is
necessary.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 3463) to establish a burean of national parks,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Hampshire objects, and the bill will go over,

The bill (8. 2871) to amend section 3224 of the United States
Compiled Statutes so as to prevent the restraining of the assess-
ment or collection of any tax—State, county, municipal, district,
or Iederal—was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 5455) to establish a system of wireless telegraphy
in the Philippine Islands was announced as next in order.

Mr. GRONNA. T ask to have the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Dakota objects, and the bill will go over.

The bill (8. 5955) for the relief of certain retired officers of
the Navy and Marine Corps was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been heretofore
read as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let it be read for information,
Mr. President, and then I will see whether or not I wish to
object to it.

The Secretary read the bill.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the
bill will go over.

INDIAN ALLOTMENTS.

The bill (H. R. 1332) regulating Indian allotments disposed
of by will was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has already been
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and an amendment
submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr, Joxes] was
agreed to. If not so desired, the amendment will not be again
siated, and the bill will be reported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER,

The bill (8. §863) for the retirement of employees in the elyil
service, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama and Mr. OLIVER. Let the bill
g0 over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 4654) to regulate contracts for the future delivery
of cotton was announced as next in order.

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 6109) for the protection and increase of State

e resources was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under
objection.

The bill (8. 5069) to promote the efficiency of the enlisted
personnel of the United States Navy was announced as next in
order.

Mr. CLARKH of Arkansas, I object to that bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Under objection, the bill goes

over.
The bill (8. 93) to establish a botanical laboratory at Den-
yer, Colo., was announced as next in order.
Mr. LODGE. Let that go over.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

The bill goes over under
objection. :
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The bill (8. 2344) to pay the balance due the loyal Creek In-
dians on the award made them by the Senate on February 16,
1003, was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. ILet that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon objection, the bill goes
over.

The bill (8. 2845) to acquire certain land in Washington
Heights for a public park to be known as MecClellan Park was
announced as next in order.

Mr. GRONNA. Let that go over.

The PRESIDEXNT pro tempore.
objection.

The next business on the calendar was the motion of Mr.
PoinpexTER that the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce
be discharged from the further consideration of 8. 3207, to
abolish the Commerce Court, ete.,, and that said bill be placed
upon the calendar, under Rule VIII, for consideration by the
Senate.

Mr. GALLINGER. ILet that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion goes over under
objection.

The bill (8. 7030) to provide for a permanent supply of coal
for the use of the United States Navy and other governmental
purposes; to provide for the leasing of coal lands in the Terri-
tory of Alaska, and for other purposes was announced as next
in order.

My, SMOOT. Tet the hill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The bill (8. 6896) to reopen and extend certain letters patent
granted to Richard B. Painton; to insert certain claims in said
letters patent dated May 9, 1899, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. GALLINGER. TLet that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 2518) to provide for raising the volunteer forces
of the United States in time of actual or threatened war was
announced as next in order.

Mr. McCUMBER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bhill will go over.

The bill (8. 6172) to regulate the method of directing ihe
work of Government employees was announced as next in order.

Mr. McCUMBER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under
objection.

The bill (8. 4043) to prohibit interstate commerce in intoxi-
eating liquors in certain cases was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. ILet that go over under Rule IX.

Mr. LODGE. That is a special order.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is; but let it go under Rule IX.

Mr. KENYON. The bill is a special order, and a time has
been fixed by unanimous consent for a vote upon it.

Mr. GALLINGER. It will not affect it at all if it goes under
Rule IX.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the suggestion of the
Senator from New Iampshire, without objection the LIl will
go to the calendar under Rule IX.

FREDERICK H. FERRIS.

The bill (H. R. 21524) for the relief of Frederick H. Ferris
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs
with an amendment, on page 1, lines 9 and 10, to strike out
“28th day of February, 1865,” and insert * 30th day of Decem-
ber, 1864, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, cte,, That In the administration of the
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
dlers, or any branch thereof, Frederick H. Ferrls shall hereafter be
held and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili-
tary service of the United States as a second lieutenant of the Seventy-
fourth Regiment United States Colored Infantry on the 30th day of
December, 1864: Provided, That no pension shall acerue prior to the
passage of this act,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 6812) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty,” ete., ap-
proved February 28, 1801, was announced as next in order.

Mr. McCUMBER. ILet that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under
objection.

The bill goes over under

fon laws

The next business on the calendar was 8. Res. 362, for an
investigation into the expenditures of the Forest Service and
the appointment of a committee for that purpose,

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to ask a question of the Senator who
introduced the resolution. I notice that he is not present in the
Chamber. For that reason I ask that it may go over to-day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will 2o over

,under objection.

The bill (H. R. 22913) to create a department of labor was
announced as next in order.

Mr, SMOOT. Let that go over to-day, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 223) to provide for the inspection and grading
of grain entering into interstate commerce, and to secure uni-
formity in standards and classification of grain, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

Mr. CRAWFORD. As I said this morning, this is a bill in
which the producers of cereals and shippers of grain in the
Northwest are very much interested. They have been pressing
upon Congress for some time——

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let me say——

Mr. CRAWFORD. I was going to ask that some day certain
be fixed when we might take up this bill.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I have no objection to its being
taken up at any time. I was requested to interpose an objec-
tion on behalf of the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
Sara]. Whenever he is present I will be very glad to turn
the matter over to him.

Mr, LODGE. I object to the consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under objection the bill goes
over,

The bill (H. R. 24153) to amend and reenact section 5241 of
the Revised Statutes of the United States was announced as
next in order.

My, PENROSE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
objection.

The bill (8. 3345) to amend the act of July 2, 1800, entitled
“An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful re-
straints and monopolies” was announced as next in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under ob-
jection.

The bill goes over under

FIRST LIEUTENANT SYDNEY SMITH,

The bill (8. 7288) to authorize the transfer of First Tieut.
Sydney Smith from retired to the active list of the Ariny was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator reporting that bill is present I
should like to have some explanation as to the reason for it. I
do not see that Senator in the Chamber., I ask that the bill
may go OVer.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a bill in which some friends of
mine are interested. I do not rise to ask for action on it. It
was reported without a written report, which is unfortunate,
and I am going to move that it be recommitted to the com-
mittee. We never will pass it in its present form without a re-
port.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Hampshire moves that the bill be recommitted to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER.

The next business on the calendar was Senate resolution 375,
proposing to discharge the Committee on the Judiciary from
further consideration of the concurrent resolution (8. Con.
Res. 4) instructing the Attorney General of the United States
to prosecute the Standard Oil Co. and the American Tobateo Co.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas and Mr. GALLINGER. Let that

0 OVer.
5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over
under objection.

The bill (H. R. 16461) to regulate judicial procedure of the
courts of the.United States was announced as next in order.

Mr. CATRON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
objection.

The bill (H. R. 25741) amending section 3392 of the Revised
RStatutes of the United States, as amended by section 32 of the
act of August 5, 1900, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KENYON. I ask that that bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill
goes over,

The bill goes over under
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PROTECTION OF WATER SUPPLY IN COLORADO.

The bill (IT. R. 23203) for the protection of the water supply
of the city of Colorado Springs and the town of Manitou, Colo.,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Cragrx] is
not in the Chamber, and I understand that he desires to make
a statement before the bill shall pass.

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I have not been informed by the Sen-
ator from Wyoming that he objects to the bill. The fact is that
the Senator from Wyoming is upon the Committee on Public
Lands. If I remember correctly, I attended the meeting, and
that Senator at that time voted in favor of this bill. T do not
think, therefore, the Senator from Utah is justified in bringing
up the question at this time.

Mr. SMOOT. I am justified in bringing up the question if
there are a number of Senators who have stated that they wish
to express their views on the bill when it comes before the Sen-
ate. While they voted to report it to the Senate many of them
thought that the land ought to be given directly to the cities,
rather than have a joint administration of the cities and the
Government. The Senator from Colorado was at the committee
meeting, and I suppose he remembers very well that that was
the position of a great many Senators there.

AMr. GUGGENHEIM. My recollection is that there was one
Senator who objected at the time, and he has since withdrawn
his objection. I should like very much to have the bill con-
sidered. It has been on the calendar for some time. It has
passed the House, and is a very meritorious and a very just
bill. I feel eonstrained to move, notwithstanding the objection
of the Senator from Utah, that the bill be taken up.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can not make that motion.

AMr SMOOT. Of course, not under the rule we are proceed-
ing, but I am not going to object to the consideration of the bill,
after listening to the statement of the Senator from Colorado,
any further than to say that I believe it was a very bad practice
to establish to grant certain lands in any forest reserve for the
protection of a watershed unless you grant it directly to the
city and allow the city or cities, as the case may be, to control it.

In this bill we provide that there shall be a joint control
between the city of Manitou and the city of Colorado Springs
with the Forest Service, I think myself that it is rather a bad
practice.

; Now, that is all T want to say in relation to the bill, and I
am not going to object to the present consideration of if.

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. Mr. President, the mayor of the city of
Colorado Springs was in the city and appeared before the com-
mittee in reference to this bill. It reeceived the support of that
gentleman and also of the department. There is a very ex-
haustive report with the bill, and from what I can see it is a
very meritorious measure. I trust that it may pass.

Mr. SMOOT. The mayor of the city would be more than
pleased if the lands were given ountright to the city and allow”
them to control them and patrol themx in the future. There is
not any question about that. But they did not think it could be
passed in the House in that shape, and therefore the bill is here
giving joint control to the eities and the Department of Agri-
culture.

Mr. GRONNA. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah a
question. Has it been the policy of the department to sdminis-
ter lands in this way?

Mr. SMOOT. This is the first measure I remember passing
the Senate where there was joint control of a watershed be-
tween cities and the Department of Agriculture.

Alr. GRONNA. The Senator from Utah is chairman of the
.Committee on Public Lands. Of course, he knows what the pol-
icy of the department is in this respect. May I ask him if it is
the policy of the department to give the lands oufright to the
cities where needed for a watershed?

Mr. SMOOT. Time and again we have passed bills here for
different cities within Colorado allowing the cities to buy the
land at $1.25 an acre, but this bill provides that there shall be
certnin lands, I*forget how many thousand acres, set aside for
the purpose of the protection of watersheds at Colorado Springs
and in Manitou, but it does not provide for the purchase of the
lands. The lands are set apart for that purpose, and the joint
control and patrol of them is to be in the future between the two
cities and the Department of Agriculture.

I want to say to the Senator from Colorado, I am in sympa
with the idea and with what is to be accomplished by this b
but to get it through Congress the mayor of Colorado Springs
thinks that the bill provides ncw the only way of doing so at
the present session of

Mr. GUGGENHEINM,

This bill has passed the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; it passed the House of Representatives,
but if it went into conference with any other provision they
were afraid the House would not agree to it, and therefore we
could not get it through at this session.

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I should think fhat the Senator from
Utah would permit the Senator from Colorado to take that
chance,

Mr. SMOOT. I am not objecting to the conslderation of the
bill now. I have made my statement, and it shall pass as far as
I am concerned. I was only answering the question of the Sena-
tor from North Dakota [Mr. GroNxal.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Colorado will permit
me, I observe that the department recommends the passage of
the bill with an amendment which has been incorporated in the
bill, and that the Interior Department says that consultation
has been had with the Secretary of Agriculture, and he likewise
approves of it.

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. Both the departments approve of it—
the Agricultural Department and the Imterior Department. As
I have said, it is a very meritorious bill, and it is of a loeal
nature.

Mr. GRONNA. May I ask the Senator from Colorado if the
bill as it passed the House is, in substance, the same as the bill
we now have before us?

Mr, GUGGENHEIM. This is the House bill. ;

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments,

The first amendment was, in section 3, page 6, line 19, after
the word *by,"” to strike out * the Secretary of Agriculture in
cooperation with™ and to insert *and at the expense of,” and
in line 21, after the word “ Manitou,” to insert * under the
supervision of the Seeretary of Agriculture,” so as to make the
section read :

Sec. 3. That the lands heretofore described and reserved for munleis
pal water-sup?ly ?urpuses shall be administered by and at the expense
of the city of Colorado Springs and the town of Mamnitou, under the
supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture, for the purpose of storin
and conserving the water supply, protecting them from pollution, an
preserving the timber on m!«f ?ands to more fully accom ﬁsh such pu
poses, and to that end said ecity and town each have the risht
mhdject to approval by the Becretary of Agriculture, to the use of any
and all dparts of the lands reserved for them, respectively, for the stors
age and conveying of water, and the construction and maintenance

gerfon of reservoirs, pipes, mains, conduits, and other like improve-
ents.

The amendment was agreed: to. ;

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 7, line 24, after
the word * heretofore,” to insert “ or hereafter; in the same
line, after the word “ any,” to insert * municipality”; and on
page 8, line 1, after the word “ thereof,” to strike out * and now
existing under and by virtue of the laws of the United States
or of the State of Colorado” and to insert “or the water
thereof,” so as to make the section read:

8ec. 5. That this act shall be subject fo all legal rights heretofore ar
hereafter acquired by any municipali person, or persons in or to the
above-described premises, or any part thereof, or the water thereof.

The amendment was agreed to. }

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

INCOME TAX.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I am pleased to inform the
Senate that advices from the States of Wyoming and Delaware
to-day are to the effect that the income-tax amendment has been
ratified by both States. The joint resolution originated in the
Senate, and I congratulate the Senate on the part it played.
The joint resolution having been favored by a special message
by the President of the United States, I congratulate him, and
I congratulate the American people on having ratified this, the
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution.

SWAMP LAND IN NEVADA. \

The bill (8. 4004) to authorize the inclosure of certain lands
in the State of Nevada contalning dangerous quagmires was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

HARRY B. WADE.

The bill (H. R. 15181) for the relief of Harry 8. Wade was
announced as the next in order.

Mr, CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I wish to say that is a
very appealing case of personal injury. A laborer on the Govs
ernment works out on one of the coast rivers lost his sight en«
tirely and is almost totally deaf because of an explosion in

R L I N T
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some dredging operations there in which there was negligence
on the part of some of the employees above him.

This bill passed the House and came to the Senate and was
reported to the Senate before the close of the last session in
August. It was amended there by reducing the amount, and
afterwards when a more complete statement of the facts was
reported they appealed so strongly to the members of the com-
mittee that it was recalled after having been passed with this
amendment, for the purpose of having it reconsidered so that
the Senate might. have an opportunity to pass it just as the
House passed it.

A motion to reconsider has never in form been made, and I
now move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment was
adopted and the bill passed by the Senate at the last session,
g0 that we may bave it before the Senate for the purpose of
passing it in the same form in which it passed the House. I
make that motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion the Sen-
ator makes?

Mr. CRAWFORD. Pursuant to a notice which I gave some
time ago, I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate
amended the bill H. R. 15181.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to
the Senator that it is necessary to move to reconsider the vote
by which the Senate passed the bill.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Very well; I put it, then, in that form.
I want to put it in the right way, of course.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the
motion of the Senator from South Dakota that the Senate recon-
sider the votes by which the bill was read the third time and
passed by the Senate. .

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate
and the question is, the Chair presumes, upon the motion the
Senator now makes.

Mr. CRAWFORD. What I desire is to abandon the amend-
ment by which the amount was reduced from $2,500 to $1,500.
This is a workingman who, as a result of the explosion, lost
his sight, both eyes absolutely, and his hearing is also prac-
tically destroyed, and the physicians so report.. It comes to
us through the department.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the mo-
tion to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the
commiitee was adopted.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask that the amendment be rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The affirmative is always
put. The question is on the amendment which was proposed
by the committee.

The nmendment was rejected.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now I ask that the bill be put upen its
passage as it came from the House.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

CONNECTICUT RIVER DAM,

The bill (8. 8033) to authorize the Connecticut River Co.
to relocate and construct a dam across the Comnecticut River
above the village of Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut,
was announced as next in order on the calendar.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over on ob-
jection.

PROTECTION OF INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS.

The bill (H. R, 16450) to punish the unlawful breaking of
geals of railroad cars containing interstate or foreign ship-
ments, the unlawful entering of such cars, the stealing of freight
and express packages or baggage or articles in process of trans-
portation in interstate shipment, and the felonious asportation
of such freight or express packages or baggage or articles
therefrom into another district of the United States, and the
felonious possession or reception of the same, was announced as
next in order.

Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, at the last session
of the Senate when the calendar was considered I objected to
this bill, not because I did not recognize the fact that it cov-
ered a subject matter which needed legislation, but becaunse of
my scruples against leaving to the Federal Government any
more doubtful authority. In respect to the constitutionality
of this bill it falls within the so-called twilight zene, which is
gradually disappearing by surrender to the National Govern-
ment in response to a demand for effective remedies for de-
veloped evils with which the State authorities seem wholly in-
competent to deal.

It is said to be a fact by those whose investigations have
covered the subject somewhat comprehensively that the break-

ing into interstate cars has become an evil of such magnitude
that the State authorities are either unwilling or unable to deal
with it, and that some remedy ought to be extended against a
gang, band, or association of persons in existence who depredate
upon property of that character. My whole trend of thought is
in fhe direction of an effective Government. I am in favor of
a Government that will govern, and I am in favor of an effective
remedy wherever there is a developed evil that can mnot be
successfully coped with. My scruples therefore are somewhat
elastic, and in this particular case I am disposed to yield to
the evident justice of the case and permit this bill to pass, and
I intend to vote for it.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on
the Judiciary with amendments.

The amendments were, on page 3, line 13, after the word
“ judgment,” to strike out “or” and insert “of,” and, in line
14, after the word “conviction,” to insert “or acquittal on the
merits,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That whoever shall nunlawfully break the seal of
any raflroad car containing interstate or foreign ments of freight
or express, or shall enter any such car with intent, ?n either case, to
commit larceny n; or whoever shall steal or unlawfully take,

carry away, or conceal, or by frand or

deception obtain from any rafl-
road car, station house, eam 4

%latrorm. depot, & boat, vessel, or wharf,
with intent to convert to his own use any or chattels moving as,
or which are a gnrt of or which constitute, an interstate or forel

shipment of freight or express, or shall buy, or receive, or have in h

possession any such goods or chattels, knowing the same to have been
stolen ; or whoever shall steal or ahnﬁ unlawfully take, carry away, or
by fraud or deception obtain, with intent to convert to his own use, any
baggage which shall have come into the on of any common car-
rier for transportation from one State or Territory or the District of
Columbia to another State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or
to a foreign country, or from a foreign coun to any State or Terri-
tory or the District of Columbia, or shall break into, steal, take, carry
away, or conceal any of the contents of such baggage, or shall buy, re-
celve, or have in his possession any such baggage or any artlele there-
from of whatsoever nature, knowing the same to have been stolen,
shall in each ease be fined not more than $5,000 or Imprisoned not more
than 10 years, or both, and prosecutions therefor m;!' be institu in
any district wherein the crime shall have been committed. The carry-

ing or transporti of any such freight, express, basfnge. goods, or
chattels from one State or Territory or the F)lstrict of Columbia into
another State or Territory or the District of Columbia, knowing the

been stolen, shall constitute a separate offense and subject

same to have
the offender to the ties above described for unlawful taking, and

ymsecmions therefor may be instituted in nnﬁ‘dlstrlct into which such
reight, express, huﬁnge, goods, or chattels shall have been removed or
inte which they shall have been brought by such offender.
. 2. That nothing in this aet shall held to take away or im-

ir the jurisdiction of the courts of the several States under the laws
he ; and a ju ent of eonviction or acquittal on the merits under
the laws of any State shall be a bar to any prosecution bereunder for
the same act or acts.

The amendments were agreed to. 2

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered fo be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

LANDS IN MONTANA.

The bill (8. 3130) to authorize the Secrefary of the Interior
to permit the Conrad-Stanford Co. to use certain lands was
announced as next in order.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think that bill may, perhaps,
give rise to some discussion. I object to its consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under
objection.

Mr. MYERS. 1 realize that Senators are probably not pre-
pared to-day to discuss the bill, but if it does not meet with any
objection I should like to have the bill set down for cohsidera-
tion on some certain day in the future.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not know that I would object
to that, but I am pretty sure that the discussion will take a very
wide range.

Mr. MYERS. That is my object in asking to have the bill set
down for consideration on some certain day, so that those who
wish to express their views may have time to do so, which they
probably would not have to-day.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It occurs to me, Mr. President,
that unanimous consent, perhaps, could not well be given while
the Senate is so thin as it is at present.

Mr, MYERS. I mustsay I do not hear what the Senator says.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think I shall object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming
objects.

CIGARS FURNISHED EMPLOYEES BY MANUFACTURERS.

Mr. BRYAN. When Calendar No. 940, being House bill 25741,
was called, I understood the Chair to say that objection was
made, but I am informed that the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Kexnyox] did not object to that calendar number, so I make the
request that it be agnin called.
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Mr. KENYON. My objection was intended to apply to Order
of Business No. 942 and not to Order of Business No. 949.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection having been made
inadvertently, the Secretary will again state Order of Business
No. 949.

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 25741) amending section 3302
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by
section 32 of the act of August 5, 1900.

» Mr. ROOT. I think that bill had better go over, Mr. Presi-
dent. =

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, under
objection.

Mr., LODGE. Mr, President, I should like to make an appeal
to have that objection withdrawn. All that the great mass of
this bill does it to merely reenact existing law. The only thing
it does is to permit the continuance of a custom which is as
old as the trade. The workmen are allowed to have one or two
cigars that are spoiled, that are not perfectly rolled. They are
known as * smokers.” This is to permit the workmen to have
those cigars without tax. The law has been recently inter-
preted that those “ smokers” should be taxed, and this is to
exempt them from taxation. I belleve it is a thoroughly just
bill, The committee considered it very carefully and I hope it
may be allowed to go through.

Mr. PENROSE. I wish to add, Mr. President, to what the
Senator from Massachusetts has said, that such cigars are
taken for the consumption of the workmen; they are not sold.

Mr. LODGE. That is entirvely right. They are not taken for
sale; they are taken only for the consumption of the workmen.

Mr. PENROSE. It seems to me to be a good standard for a
cigar when the maker smokes it and can stand it. [Laughter.]

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. ROOT. I withdraw my objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill. It proposes to amend section 3392 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 32 of the
act of August 5, 1909, to read as follows:

Sec. 3392, All cigars weighing more than 3 pounds per thousand
shall be packed in boxes not before used for that purpose containing,
respectively, 5, 10, 12, 13, 25, 50, 100, 200, 250, or 500 cigars each;
and every person who sells, or offers for sale, or delivers, or offers to
deliver, any cigars in any other form than In new boxes as above de-
- seribed, or who packs in any box any cigars in excess of or less than
the number provided by law to be put in each box, respectively, or
who falsely brands any box, or affixes a stamp on any box denoting a
less amount of tax than that required by law, shall fined for each
offense not morg than $1,000, and be lmprisoned not more than two
vears: Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed as
preventing the sale of cigars at retail by refail dealers from boxes
packed, stamped, and branded in the manner prescribed by law: Pro-
vided further, That each employee of a manufacturer of cigars shall be
permitted to use, for personal consumption and for experimental pur-
poses, not to exceed 21 cigars per week without the manufacturer of
cigars being required to pack the same in boxes or to stamp or pay
any Internal-revenue tax thereon, such exemption to be allowed under
such rules and re‘gulntious as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre-
scribe : And provided further, That every manufacturer of clgarettes
shall put up all the cigaretfes that he manufactures or has manu-
factured for him and sells or removes for consumption or use in pack-
ages or parcels containing 5, 8, 10, 15, 20, 50, or 100 cigarettes each,
and sha securel{ affix to each of sald packages or parcels a sunitable
stamp denoting the tax thereon, and shall properly cancel the same

rior to such sale or removal for consumption or use, under such regu-
ations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall prescribe; and
all clgarettes imported from a foreign countrf' shall be packed, stamped,
and the stamps canceled in like manner, in addition to the import
stamp Indicating inspection of the customhouse before they are with-
drawn therefrom.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
> LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF SAMUEL SCHIFFER.

The bill (H. RR. 8861) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of Samuel Schiffer was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause
and fo insert:

That the claim of the legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer, grow-
ing out of the purchase by the late firm of J. Schiffer & Co., of New
York, of certain lots of cotton registered as turned over to or seized
by the United States aunthorities at Savannah, Ga., about January,
February, and March, 1863, in the names of Kesiah Hall, M. Rich, Mrs,
John (Catherine) Ruckert, A. Fawcett, Mary Haley, John Elkan, A. B,
Wessolowsky, Lewls Levi, Raphael Cohen, Simon (or Solomon) Cotner,
L. Hohenstein, 8. W. Silverhill, Mrs, H. M. Kenney, and Mrs. Henry
(Hannah) Fowler, be, and the same is hereby, referred with all accom-
panying papers to the Court of Claims, and jurisdiction s hereby
conferred on sald court to hear and determine the same, and to enter
Judgment for any amount found to be due as the net proceeds of the
“Bale of said cotton or any part thereof. Sald court iz hereby author-
ized to consider said clafm under the provision of section 162 of the
fict of March 3, 1011 (36 Stats., 1135, the Judicial t‘ode}. and to
adjudge said clalm, the aect of July 2, 1864 (13 Btat. L.. 376), and
all other nonintercourse laws to the contrary notwithstanding,

T

Mr. SMOOT, DMr. President, T should like to ask the Senator
who reported the bill if the amendment simply allows the claim
to be referred to the Court of Claims, or does it give the Court
of Claims any authority whatever to enter a judgment, to be
paid by the Government without an act of Congress?

Mr. OLIVER. It does, Mr. President. It allows the Court
of Claims to pass upon the merits of the claims, to make an
award, and to enter judgment against the Government, to be
paid without further action of Congress.
coMrE.’CRAWFORD. Does it allow an appeal to the Supreme

urt?

Mr. OLIVER. Of course, at least it does not prevent if,
and I assume that an appeal would lie in any event.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I presume it would. :

Mr. OLIVER. If not, the bill can be so amended as to pro-
vide that an appeal will lie to the Supreme Court. -

Mr. President, I may say that the bill as passed by the other
House provided for the payment of $62,158.34; but when the
bill was referred to me by the Committee on Claims, upon exam-
Ination of the matter, while I was thoroughly satisfied of the
Jjustice of the claim, it seemed to me there were certain facts
in connection with some of the claims, but only a small part of
the claims, that ought to be inquired into by a court. I there-
fore reported to the committee that instead of providing for the
direct payment of the claim it should be referred to the Court
of Claims for consideration.

I will state that this claim has been before four different
Congresses, has passed the Senate once or twice, and has passed
the other House in the present Congress, and it now rests with
us. The money has actually been in the Treasury of the Govern-
ment ever since 1865, and the claim ought to be paid. It is a
just claim; but in order to be absolutely certain about it, I
thought it was better to refer the matter to the Court of
Claims than for Congress to take the responsibility of with-
drawing the money directly from the Treasury.

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say
that the Iouse bill provides for direct payment of the claim?

Mr. OLIVER. The House bill provides for direct payment of
the claim without qualification. My amendment substitutes for
that a provision for reference to the Court of Claims.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if the claim
has ever been before the Court of Claims?

Mr. OLIVER. A part of this claim was before the Court of
Claims and judgment awarded. It was appealed to the Su-
preme Court of the United States solely upon the question of
the noninfercourse law which prevailed at that time, and it
was reversed by the Supreme Court.

This cotton, Mr. President, was purchased somewhat under
color of the authority of President Lincoln himself. The more
I investigated the claim the better I became satisfied of its
Jjustice, except perhaps as to certain items of it. It may be
that, upon inguiry by the Court of Claims, some of the items
will be thrown out and the award will be for not so great a
sum as is provided by the House bill. That is the only doubt
that I have upon the subject.

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to say, Mr. President, that if the
claim has already been before the Court of Claims and judg-
ment has been awarded there, if sent back to the Court of
Claims, perhaps the same judgment will be rendered. It seems
to me that as the amendment is framed it would preclude the
Government from appealing to the Supreme Court of the
United States, for it reads:

And the same is hereby referred with all accompanying papers to
the Court of Claims, and gllrlsdi(!lion is hereby conferred on said court
to hear and determine the same, and to enter judgment for any amount
found to be due as the net proceeds of the sale of sald cotton or any
part thereof.

Mr. OLIVER. I wonld suggest that at the end of that clause
there be inserted an additional amendment providing for an
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. There is no
objection to that.

Mr, SMOOT, If {hat be put in so that there will be no doubt
as to right of appeal, I will not object to the consideration of
the bill.

Mr. OLIVER. Then, Mr, President, T move that the com-
mittee amendment be amended by inserting after the word
“ thereof,” in line 15, on page 2, the words:

The said judgment to be subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court
of the United States.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. '

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.
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MOTOR BOAT FOR CUSTOMS SERVICE.

The bill (I. R. 26549) to provide for the construction er pur-
chase of motor boat for customs service was considered as in
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to construct or purchase one gasoline motor boat for serv-
jce in the eustoms collection district of Cerpus Christi, Tex., at
a cost not to exceed $6,000, but the Secretary of the Treasury
may use the boat elsewhere tham at Corpus Christi, as the
exigencies of the service may require.

The bill was reported to the Senate withouf amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE L. THOMAS,

The bill (8. 7488) for the relief of George L. Thomas was
considered as in Commitiee of the Whele. It directs the Post-
master General to credit fo the accounts of George L. Thomas,
postmaster at New Bethlehem, Pa., $5,711.93, and to certify the
said ceredit to the Auditor for the Post Office Department, that
being the amount of money-order funds embezzled by Ella E.
Latimer, an employee in the post office, without fault or negli-
gence on the part of George L. Thomas, and appropriates
$£5,711.93 for the payment of the claim.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

LANDS IN AID OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS.

The bill (8. 6507) to further assure title to Jands granted the
several States, in place, in aid of public schools was considered
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that where a grant
of lands in place has heretofore been made or may hereafter
be made to any State in aid of public schools the governor of
any such State may cause to be listed with the Seeretary of
the Interior any seciions or paris of sections so granted, and
it shall be the duty ef the Seeretary of the Interior to examine
sach lists, and if the lands are found to be of the character so
granted and free from valid adverse claim, initiated prior to
the survey of the township in which they are situated, to certify
them to the State entitled thereto in further assurance of title;
but no suech list shall be eertified until the State shall have pub-
lished, for a period of 30 days in a newspaper of general cir-
enlation in the vicinity of the land, a notice of the filing thereof,
and as to lands hereafter surveyed such publieation shall not
be made until after the expiration of three months from the
filing of the township plat of survey in the district Iand office.
Nothing herein contained shall be eonstrued te pestpone the
time of the attachment of the grant of such lands under existing
law.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

On motien of Mr. Lobce the title was amended so as to
read: “A bill further to assure title to Iands granted the several
States, in plaee, in aid of publie sehools.”

CORVALLIS AND YAQUINA BAY MILITARY WAGON ROAD.

The hill (H. R. 8151) providing for the adjustment of the
grant of lands in aid of the censtruetion of the Corvallis and
Yaquina Bay milifary wagon road, and of conflicting elaims to
lands within the limits of said grant, was announeed as next
in order. :

Mr. BURTON. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over
on the objection of the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr, President, I trust the Senator
will withdraw the ebjection. There is no adverse report on the
bill, and it is a leeal measure,

Mr. BURTON. My objection was based on the portion of the
report made by the Secretary of the Inferior en the bill, in
which he says:

et N A g
Jegisiation is to be had relative fo thé adjustment of t any
further measure of relief extended should not t of” B&ﬁm in
excess of 1,848.84 acres, and such selections sho be restricted to the
unreserved, unoccupied, nonmineral, surveyed public lands of the United
States in the State of Oregon subject to homestead entry.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, if the Senator will look

at the bill further he will find that it has been amended to cen- |

form exactly to the report of the Secretary of the Imterier.
There is no question about it. j

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator will allow me a moment, the first
section of the bill provides:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. autherized

and directed to cause patents te be issued conveying to the sdministrator
of the estate of T, Egenton Hogg 1,548.84 aeres.

That is the number of acres, as the Senator from ©Ohio will
notice, which the Secretary says should be allowed to be selected.

Mr. BURTON. Do the Senator from Oregen and the Senator
from Utah state that this bill is now in the form approved by
the Secretary of the Interior?

Mr. SMOOT. It is.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes. If it is not, I will be very glad
to withdraw my approval of it at any time.

Mr. BURTON. Then, I will make no further objection.

There being no ebjection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

MISSISSIPPI RIVEE BRIDGES AT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.

The bill (8. 8248) to extend the time for construeting a bridge
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minn., was con-
sidered as in Commitiee of the Whole. It proposes to extend
the time for commencing and completing the construction of the
bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved January 27,
1912, to be built across the Mississippi River, from the inter-
section of Nineteenth Avenue south and Bluff Street to the in-
tersection of Tenth and University Avenues southeast, in the
city of Minneapolis, Minn., to one year and three years, re-
spectively.

The bill was reported to the Senaie without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I suggest that the next three
bills are precisely the same as the bill just passed, providing
for extending the time for the construetion of bridges at Minne-
apolis at different points, and I ask uwnanimous eonsent that
all three bills may be read the third time and passed. As I
have said, they are exactly the same, exeept as to the location
of the bridges.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will have to object to that, Mr. Presi-
dent. Let the bills be taken up in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will have to be con-
sidered in their order.

The bill (8, 8249) to extend the time for constructing a bridge
aeross the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minn., was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate witheut amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The bill (8. 8251) to extend the time for construeting a
bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minn., was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The bill (8. 8250) to extend the time for constructing a bridge
across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minm., was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

ROCK RIVER BRIDGE AT COLONA FERRY, ILL.

The bill (H. BR. 27157} granting an extension of time to con-
struet a bridge acress Rock River at or near Coloma Ferry, in
the State of Illinois, was considered as in Committee of the
Whele.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS.

The jeint resolution (H. J. Res. 226) for the appointment of
three members of the Board of Managers of the National Home
for Disabled Volunteer Scldiers was ammounced as mext in

T.

wgler. CLARKE of Arkansas. I understand the senior Senater
from Missouri [Mr. StoxE] desires to be present when that joint
resolution is considered. For that reasen I object to its present
consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint reselution will go
| over under objection.
CHARLES S. JACKSON.

The bill (H. R. 20385) to reimburse Charles S. Jackson was
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to ap-
propriate $82 to reimburse Charles 8. Jackson, late lientenant,
Eleventh Regiment United States Cavalry, for the amount paid
| by him by deduetion from his pay as lieutenant for hire of a
| mount, equipments, and forage under the order of the chief

| quartermaster at Atlanta, Ga., dated the 5th of April, 1010,
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which mount and eguipments were used by him in connection
with progressive military-map work in the Department of the
Gulf, to which he had been detailed by proper authority.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PUBLIC PARK IN THE IISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The bill (8. 7772) to authorize the condemnation of land for
a park at the intersection of Twenty-sixth Street, Twenty-seventh
Street, and Q Street NW., and a highway from said park along
the boundary of Oak Hill Cemetery and across the north part
of square 1284 to Twenty-ninth and R Streets was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds with an amendment, in section 2, page 2, line 15,
after the word “ damages,” to strike out:

Provided, however, That of the amount found to be due and awarded
by the %nrg in said condemnation proceeding as damages for and in re-
spect of the land to be taken in said condemnation Elrooeedlng herein
authorized, plus the costs and expenses of the proceeding, not less than
_one-half thereof shall be assessed by the jury as benefits against those
lots, pleces, or garv:els of land situate, lying, or belng within an assess-
ment area hereby created, which assessment area shall embrace all of
the area lying within the distance of 1 mile from any Point of said
Eark and connecting b!ghwa%: Provided c‘r:urmcr, That all land owned

y the United States or the District of Columbia lying within said as-
gessment area shall be exempt from assessment; which benefits, when
collected, shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States to the
credit of the revenues of the District of Columblia and the United States
in equal parts.

So as to make the section read:

8gc. 2. That there is hereby approillarlated, one-half from the revenues
of the District of Columbia and one-half from any money in the United
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, an amount sufficient to pay
the necessary costs and expenses of said condemnation proceeding en
pursuant hereto and for the payment of amounts awarded as damages,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in. :

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

MISSISSIPPI RIVER RAILWAY BRIDGE.

The bill (8. 8182) granting to the Inter City Bridge Co., its
successors and assigns, the right to construect, acquire, maintain,
and operate a railway bridge across the Mississippi River was
announced as next in order.

Mr. OUMMINS. Mr. President, that is the bill which was
called up this morning by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cur-
roM]. An understanding was reached that the bill was not to
be considered until we have an opportunity to examine it.
Therefore I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under
objection.

RESTRAINT OF TRADE.

The bill (H. R. 25002) to amend sections 73 and 76 of the act
of August 27, 1804, was announced as next in order.

Mr, SMITH of Maryland. I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over
under objection.

Mr., CUMMINS subsequently said: Mr. President, while the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Saira] is here, I desire to give
notice that I shall call up for consideration to-morrow morning,
after the routine morning business, House bill 25002, being
Order of Business 1021, It is a very important measure, and
it is thought by those who have proposed it and those who have
considered it to be so important that it should be promptly con-
sidered. I desired to make that statement before the Senator
from Maryland left the Chamber,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator that
I do not know that I shall offer any objection whatever to the
bill. My object in asking to have it go over was, inasmuch as
I had received some letters from constituents calling my atten-
tion to it, that I wanted to make some inquiry in regard to the
measure.

Mr., CUMMINS. I do not want to call it up before the
Senator from Maryland bas had full opportunity to examine it;
but there is a real and immediate demand for the legislation. I
hope the Senator from Maryland will be able to examine it by
to-morrow morning,

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I merely desire to make some in-
quiry about it. I do not know that I shall object to it at all
and I do not know just whether the inquiries that I have wiﬂ
have any effect at all upon my mind. I merely wanted to ascer-
tain about some features of it.

PENSIOXS AND INCREASE OF. PENSIONS.

The bill (8. 8274) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors was

‘considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pen-
slon the following-named persons at the rates per month stated:

William Q. Mahan, late of Company G, Thirty-third Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $50 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Elmer Howe, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regiment
New York Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

Annie George, widow of Philip George, alias Archie Thomp-
son, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volun-
teer Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Flavius J. Jordan, late of Company L, Thirteenth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Ellen E. Payne, widow of Charles W. Payne, jr., late of Com-
pany C, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Sarah A. Perkins, widow of George A. Perkins, late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, $12 per month.

John Murphy, late of Company C, First Regiment New Hamp-
shire Volunteer Cavalry, $40 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

John M. Guthrie, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving.

Fannie I. Graham, widow of John L. Graham, late of Com-
pany B, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $12
per month.

Reuben Bronson, late of Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving. :

Mary B. Briggs, widow of Benajor A. Briggs, late of Com-
pany D, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Susannah Elmore, former widow of James B. Long, late of
Company G, Ninety-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, $12 per month.

John Dodgion, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Pro-
visional Enrolled Missouri Militia, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Wiley C. Hunter, late of Company A, Second Regiment North
Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

James A. Swaney, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

Aldano Neal, late of Capt. Chandler's company, National
Guards, New Hampshire Militia, $20 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Samuel Elliott, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Penn-
sylvania Reserves Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

William Cook, late of Company A, Ninety-fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Henry B. Hayes, late second lienfenant Company I, Tenth,
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

Samuel M. Skelton, late of Company F, Ninety-first Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Elijah H. Spencer, late of Companies B and H, Twenty-first
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is mow receiving.

James H. Cowan, late of Company K. Fiftéeenth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

William ¥I. Chapman, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Warner P. Price, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $36 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving. )

Jacob Bowser, late of Company €, Fourih Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

Henry Basemann, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment
Kansas Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. :

Elmer Joseph, late of Company G, Fifty-third Regiment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Lorenzo Birch, late of Company D, Eighty-seventh Regimenf
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per mounth in lieu of that he is
now receiving.
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Daniel Van Syekel, late of Company T, Forty-seventh Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Irederick H. Williams, late of Company I, Thirty-first Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Eighteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

. Titus Texroad, now known as Titus 8. Rector, Jate of Com-
pany A, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment United States
Colored Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Martha A. Johnson, widow of Albert H. Johnson, late of Com-
pany H, First Battalion, Fourteenth Regiment United States
Infantry. $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

John Moulton, late of Company K, Third Regiment Vermont
YVolunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

James B. Davls, late quartermaster sergeant Sixth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Sarah F. Elwell, widow of Williaun H. Elwell, Iate acting en-
sign, United States Navy, $20 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

Lyman B. Gilleti, late of Company K, Twenty-third Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $2¢ per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

Sarah J. Wilson, former widow of Reason H. Wilson, late of
Company G, Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer In-
faniry, $12 per month.

Oliver Jones, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Minnesota
YVolunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

Abel Grovenor, late captain Company C, Hatel's Independent
Battalion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, $50 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

- Henry Harris, late of Company D, First Regiment West Vir-
ginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving,

Byron M. Standish, late of Company K, One hundred and
forty-fifth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, $30 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

Jane Starrett, widow of Willlam P. Starrett, late of Com-
pany ¥, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Vol-
unteer Infantry, $12 per month. t

William H. Warren, late of Company (), Seventeenth Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

George W. Sillg, late of Company I, Second Regiment Potomac
Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in
iieu of that he is now receiving.

James R. (. Fink, late of Company M, Second Regiment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Arthur F. MceNally, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving. :

Walter Niles, late of Company A. Twenty-fourth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving,

Amos 1. Sutton, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment
Tllinois Yolunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

John H. Howlett, late of Capt. Degge's Company A, Fifth
Battalion District of Columbia Militia Infantry, $12 per month.

George \. Youngs, late of Company D, Rixth Reglment Con-
necticut Volunteer Infantry, $50 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. .

Frankie I Bedell. widow of Byron C. Bedell, late of Company
I.. Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and Com-
pany C, Third Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, $20 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

Joseph Cole, late of Company F, Thirty-fourth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

Jonas Skinner, late of Company E, Eighty-second Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

William Monks, late captain Company K, Sixteenth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, £50 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

. Inger A. Steensrud, widow of Anthon A. Steensrud, alias
Anthony Olson, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin
Volunteer Infantry, amnd Company B, Twenty-first Regiment
Veteran Reserve Corps. $20 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

XLIX—157

Renhard Habig, late of Battery I, First Regiment West Vir-
ginia Volunteer Light Artillery, $24 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

Marion O. Brown, late of Company C, Second Regiment Colo-
rado Volanteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

John E. Watkins, late of Company G, Third Regiment Wis-
consin Volunteer Cavalry, £30 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

Samuel Green, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment United
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

George H. Batchelder, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment
Jowa Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

George I. Torrence, late of Company B, Two hundred and
gixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving. E

Levi H. Hahn, late of Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

Joseph Johuson, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Con-
necticunt Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

Arbell Skaggs. widow of John C. Skaggs, late of Company E,
Thirty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, $12 per
month.

Clara H. Scott, widow of David E. Scott, late of Company D,
Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $12 per month.

Charles W. Ash, late of Company C, Thirty-third Regiment,
and Company I, Twenfy-sixth Regiment, Kenfucky Volunteer
Infantry. $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

Willinm H. Clouser, late of Company I, Eighty-fourth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Thomas 8. Underwood, late of Battery E, Third Regiment
United States Artillery, $24 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

Charlotte Lewis McMahon, widow of Michael McMahon, late
of Company I, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy
Artillery, and former widow of Merritt Lewis, Iate of Company
K, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, §12 per
month.

George W. Thompson, late of Company D, Thirty-seventh Reg-
iment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

Frederick D. Skinner. late musician, band, Fifth Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry, $12 per month.

Catherine Benson, widow of Andrew J. Benson, late of Bat-
tery B, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

William Putnam, late chaplain One hundred and sixtieth Reg-
iment New York Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Ezekiel R. Thomas, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. \

Lucing B, Fletcher, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Wis-
consin Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Samuel I, Merriam, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment Ver-
mont Volunteer Infantry, and Battery E, First Regiment United
States Artillery, $24 per month in lien of that he is now re-
ceiving.

Willinm J. Heal, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment, and
Company H, Nineteenth Regiment, Maine Volunfeer Infantry,
§40 per month in lien of that is now receiving.

Andrew E. Clark, late captain Company F, Twenty-sixth Regi- .
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $36 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Isaae A. Conant, Iate of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Thomas McKenna. late of Company A, First Regiment Con-
necticut Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

Ophelia A. Comstock, widow of Daniel E. Comstock, late of
Company K, Tweniy-seventh Regiment Massachusetis Volun-
teer Infantry, $20 per month in lien of that she is now re-
ceiving.

Mary J. Weeks, widow of William I. Weeks, laie of Com-
pany 1, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry.
and Company K, Fifteenth Regiment. and Company H, Second

Regiment, New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, $20 month in lieun of
that she is now receiving.
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Luriette 8, Case, widow of John E. Case, late of Company E,
Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Adaline Minneit, widow of Charles W. Minnett, late of Com-
pany F, Twenty-first Rlegiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry,
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

John G, K, Ayers, late of Company H. Eighth Regiment Mis-
souri Volunteer Infaniry, $36 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving. X

Anna M. Johnson, widow of John B. Johnson, late eaptain
Company I, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

Thomas B. Foutty, late of Company C, Second Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Moses Rowell, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment, and
Company I, Sixth Regiment, New Hampshire Volunteer Infan-
iry, $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

Huldah Nesbitt, former widow of Allen Nesbhitt, late of Com-
pany K, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $20
per month.

Charles 8. Penley, late of Company H, Twenty-third Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and unassigned company, Maine
State Guards, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

David I Gray, late of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. :

John Snyder, late of Company K, Thirty-first Regiment New
Jerzey Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, One hundred and
thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, $30 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Mary M. Croft, widow of Charles I. Croff, late hospital
steward, First Regiment Californin Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Riley Hawley, late of Company I, Forty-fourth Regiment Wis-
congin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving. g

Mary BE. Workman, widow of Stephen H. Workman, late of
Company G, One hundred and seventeenth Rlegiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
ceiving.

Hellen I. Chatfield, widow of Markus M. Chatfield, late of
Company B, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

John Sanderson, late of Company A, Fifty-eighth Regiment
Ohio Velunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Caroline J. McBratney, widow of Sherman McBratney, late
of Company M, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, $12
per month.

John C. Vennum, late of Company B, Seventy-fifth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

John Painter, late of Company C, First Regiment Arkansas
Volunteer Cavalry, $36 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

Tefford Mathews, late of Company D, First Regiment Arkan-
sa8 Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving. .

Franeis W. Crumpton, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Missouri State Militia Cavalry, $40 per month in lien of that
hie is now receiving.

John Wells, late of Company A, Second Regiment Rhode
Island Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Charles Herbstreith, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment
Tllinois Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Joseph Girdler, late of Company €, Second Regiment Ken-
tucky Yolunteer Cavalry, $40 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

Harvey T. Smith, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per
menth in lien of that he is now receiving.

IFrancis M. Bishop, alias Marion F. Bishop, late first lieuten-
ant Company B, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and captain Company H, Second Regiment United States Volun-
teer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

Richard T. Blaikie, late of Company B, Eighty-second Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, £30 per month in lieu
of that he.is now receiving.

Marcellus B, Kent, late of Company I, Forty-sixth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. ;

George W. Seymour, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regi-
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Lucinda M. Fuller, widow of Henry A. Fuller, late of Com-
pany M, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry,
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

John Emanuel Smith, late of Twenty-sixth Unattached Com-
pany, Massachusetts Militia Infantry, $30 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

Catherine Soper, widow of Edward B. Soper, late of Com-
pany O, Twenty-second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In-
fantry, $12 per month.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

The bill (8. 8275) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pension
the following-named persons at the rates per month stated:

John W. Slaughter, late of Company L, Second Regiment Ken-
tucky Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, $20 per montl in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

Warren Hilliard, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, $8 per month.

Lounisa A. Thatcher, widow of Joseph L. Thatcher, late car-
penter, United States Navy, and dependent mother of William
J. Thaicher, late chief turret captain, U. 8. 8. Georgla, United
States Navy, $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

George Hollederer, late of Troop I, Third Regiment United
States Cavalry, $12 per month.

Charles W. Camp, late of Company M, Twenty-sevénth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

George Il. Smith, late of Company B, One hundred and six-
tieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
$20 per month.

Edward Seaton, late of Company K, Forty-fourih Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, $15 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Florida Kennerly, widow of Pierre M. Kennerly, late of Capt.
McKinstry’s Volunteers, War with Mexico, $20 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

Charles M. Baughman, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, $30 per month.

Elizabeth 8, Lewerenz, widow of Alfred C. Lewerenz, late civil
engineer, United States Navy, $40 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on aceount of the
minor child of said Alfred C. Lewerenz until he reaches the age
of 16 years.

Minnie Wadsworth Wood, widow of Oliver E. Wood, late
colonel, Artillery Corps, and brigadier general, United States
Army, retired, $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Francis Redmond, late of Troop K, Ninth Regiment United
States Cavalry, and Hospital Corps, United States Army, $12
per month.

Charles . Harris, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment United
States Infantry, War with Spain, $12 per month.

Annie V. Smith, widow of Sebree Smith, late eaptain Third
Regiment United States Artillery, $30 per mouth in lien of that
she is now receiving. r

Barbara B. Haws, widow of William Haws, Iate of Capts.
Robert Thomas and Coleman Boren's companies, Utah Volun-
teers, Utah Indian war, $12 per month.

Martha A. Hughes, widow of Edward M. Hughes, later com-
mander, United States Navy, $40 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

Charles L. Stevens, late of Troop E, Fifth Regiment United
Siates Cavalry, $16 per month.

Emily W. Tilley, widow of Benjamin F. Tilley, late rear ad-
miral, United States Navy, $560 per month in licu of that she is
now receiving. ’

James MeMahon, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment
United States Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

Israel Wood, late of Company K, First Regiment Oregon
Riflemen, Cayuse Indian war, $16 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving. '

George W. Thurman, late of Capt. Abel George's Company I,
Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, $16 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Andrew G. Aiken; late of Capt. William ¥, Harris's company

‘Jlof Minute Men, Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers,
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Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, $16 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

James P. Bartlett, late of Capt. William Strong’s Company A,
Washington Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington Terri-
tory Indian war, $16 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

Mary F. Read, widow of Thomas Read, late of Company A,
Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Mexico,
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

William Cornell, late of Company M, First Regiment United
States Volunteer Engineers, War with Spain, $10 per month.

Michael Hoffman, late of Company B, United States Mounted
Rifles, Texas and New Mexico Indian war, $16 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

Ornan F, Hibbard, late of Capt. Hiram Wilbur’s Company B,
First Regiment Oregon Volunteers, Oregon and Washington
Territory Indian war, $16 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving,

Emma Myers, widow of Fred Myers, late of Troop K, Sixth
Regiment United States Cavalry, $12 per month.

Frederick M. Douglass, late of Capt. Stewart's company,
First Regiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian
war, $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Sara 8. Dowdy, widow of Robert W. Dowdy, late major,
Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Infantry, $25 per month.

Green Hines, dependent father of Hilton P. Hines, late of
Company F, Second Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Spain, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Esther B. Shultz, widow of Joseph 8. Shultz, late civil en-
gineer, with rank of lieutenant, United States Navy, $35 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month
additional on account of the minor child of the said Joseph S.
Shultz until she reaches the age of 16 years.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. .

PROOF OF SIGNATURES AND HANDWRITING.

The bill (H. R. 20102) relating to proof of signatures and
handwriting was announced as next in order.

AMr. LODGE. Let that bill go over, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under
objection.

Mr. KENYON. Mr, President, I should like to inquire what
is the objection to this bill.

Mr. LODGE. I made objection under a misapprehension. I
thought the bill read was Order of Business 1025. It was my
mistake. I have no objection whatever to Order of Business
1029, being House bill 20102,

Mr. JONES. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to
the fact that Order of Business No. 1025 has already been
passed, and should not be on the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has been Informed
that Order of Business 10235, being Senate resolution 418, and
Order of Business 1028 have heretofore been disposed of, and
should not now be on the calendar.

Mr. LODGE. I find there are a number of bills on the cal-
endar that have been previously passed, such as the agricultural
extension bill. I do not know why they are kept on the
calendar. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those which have been
passed are not, of course, being laid before the Senate. The
Senator from Massachusetts withdraws his objection to the
consideration of House bill 20102.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, in
line 2. before the word * officer,” to insert “ judicial,” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That in any proceeding before a court or judicial
oflicer of the United States where the genuineness of the handwritin
of any person may be involved, any admitted or proved handwriting o
such person shall be competent evidence as a basis for comparison by
witnesses, or by the jury, court, or officer conducting such proceeding,
to prove or disprove such genunineness,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. R. 27475) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors
of said war was announced as next in order.

Mr, BRYAN. Let that bill go over, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President, was objection made to the
consideration of House bill 274757 I did not hear it.

Mr. BRYAN. I objected to the consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, under
objection.

The bill (8. 4241) to encourage rifie practice and promote a
patriotic spirit among the citizens and youth of the United
States was announced as next in order.

Mr, McCUMBER. I object to the consideration of that bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over,
under objection.

The bill (8. 8188) to amend section 113 of the act to codify,
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved
March 3, 1912, was announced as next in order,

Mr. LODGE. I object to that bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

The bill (8. 110) to authorize the sale and disposition of a
portion of the surplus and unallotted lands in Todd and Ben-
nett Counties, in Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the State of
South Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to earry
the same into effect, was announced as next in order,

Mr., SMOOT. Let that go over for the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, under
objection.

The bill (8. 8207) to transfer the Pacific Branch of the Na-
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to the War De-
partment was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] was
uncertain in committee whether he was in favor of that bill or
not. As he is not present, I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over under
objection.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

The bill (8. 8314) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to
pension the following-named persons at the rates per month
stated :

Kate Brown, widow of William N. Brown, late of Companies
E and K, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving. ;

James R. Haldeman, late first lientenant Company E, One
hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Mary Francis, widow of John A. Francis, late second lienten-
ant Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer
Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Jane De Graw, widow of Charles R. De Graw, late of Com-
pany A, Twenty-second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infan-
try, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Carrie Engberg, widow of Peter Engberg, late of Company G,
Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, $20 per month
in lien of that she iz now receiving.

Sarah E. McCann, widow of Francis McCann, late of Company
K, Fourth Regiment Ithode Island Volunteer Infantry, and First
Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, $24 per
month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Susan M. Sumner, widow of John H. Sumner, late captain
Company A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Mary J. Anderson, widow of James 8. Anderson, late of Com-
pany G, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

John W. Anderson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment In-
diana Volunieer Infantry, $40 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

John 8. Rodgers, late of Independent Battery F, Pennsylvania
Volunteer Light Artillery, $30 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

John G. Myers, late of Company A, One hundred and fifth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

Andrew J. Furry, late of Company E, First Regiment United
States Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

Charles F. Cooken, Iate of Company F, Forty-fifth Regiment
Towa Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

William Robertson, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment
TUnited States Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving,
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George W, Leslie, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, §30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

William H. Weber, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

George Ketzler, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

August Schurman, late of Company B, Seventy-fourth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Twentieth
Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is new receiving.

Samuel J. Riley, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Mis-
gouri Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that be is now
receiving. .

William E. Huestis, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Kan-
sas Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

Orlina AL Cadwell, widow of George Cadwell, late of Company
B, Forty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infaniry, $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

George Warnick, late of Company H, One hundred and fifth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infaniry, $86 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving. y

TLouis M. Lea, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-
eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

Thomas F. Stevens, late of Company B, One hundred and
twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $50 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Darwin Zeek, late of Company E, One hundred and fourth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, £330 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

David F. Stewart, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment In-
diana Volunteer Cavalry, $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. :

Nathan Vanaman, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving. s

Joseph Johnson, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Illi-
nols Volunteer Cavalry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

John N. Postlethwait, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

John Miller, late of Company H, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

John O. Branson, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-
fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.

Adam P. 8. Poisal, late of Company F, Second Potomac Home
Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

Francis M. Hanes, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment In-
diana Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

John L. Skinner, jr., late second lieutenant Company E, One
hundred and fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

John P. Glenn, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Iowa
Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, Seventeenth Regiment
Veteran Reserve Corps, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

William A. Stewart, late of Company A, Tweniy-seventh
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

Willinm Turnbeaugh, late of Company E, Eighteenth Regi-
ment Missouri Volunteer Infaniry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Julia A. Snedeker, widow of George W. Snedeker, late of
Company C, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
$24 per month in lien of that she is now receiving: Provided,
That in the event of the death of Gertrude M. Snedeker, help-
less and dependent child of said George W. Snedeker, the addi-
tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And
provided further, That in the event of the death of Julin A.
Snedeker the name of the said Gertrude M, Snedeker shall be
placed on the pension roll, at $12 per month, from and after the
date of death of said Julia A. Snedeker.

Martha R. Brown, widow of Preston W. Brown, late of Com-
pany h]f, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, $12 per
mont

Elins Redmon, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-
fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

George Moffatt, late of Company B, Fifty-second Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

Kate F. Sage, widow of George D. Sage, late paymaster's
steward, U. 8. 8. North Carolina and Coeur de Leon, United
States Navy, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,

Myra Van Winkle, widow of Barrack 8. Van Winkle, late of
Company H, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Voluntcer Infantry,
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Charles G. Glidden, late of Company C, Twenty-second Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Clara V. King, widow of Charles King, late of Company B,
First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, $20 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

James Griffey, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, $40 per month in lien
of that be is now receiving.

Sarah F. Boynton, widow of David C. Boynton, late of Com-
pany B, Fifth t Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Emiles Pomeroy, late of Company K, Eighty-third Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $50 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving,

Fannie M. Page, widow of Fernando Page, late of Company
K, ahlrd Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $12 per
month,

Thomas Gannon, late of U. 8. 8. Sabine, Potomac, and Stock-
dale, United States Navy, $24 per month in lien of that he is
now recelving.

Orlan A. Hibbs, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving. :

William H. Hall, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving.

William T. Francis, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

Marshall D. House, late of Company C, Sixteenih Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

Henry McClure, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Mary J. Wood, widow of Warren M. Wood, late of Company
E, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Ephraim Benedict Murphy, alias Ephraim Benedict, late of
Company B, Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In-
fantry, $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Jay Doty, late of Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Con-
necticut Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

TLorenzo F. Nolan, late of Company I, Forty-fonrth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $36 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Erastus G. Cummings, late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $36 per month in lien of that he is
now recelving.

Vietoria I. McHone, widow of Lewis McHone, late second
lieutenant Company B, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer
Cavalry, $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Margaret L. Thompson, former widow of William B. Hooper,
late of Company L, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer
Cavalry, $12 per month.

Daniel Hand, late of Company K, Eighty-eighth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $12 per month.

Horace C. Webber, late of Company L, First Regiment Maine
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $50 per month in lleu of that he is
now receiving.

Stanley H, Husted, late of Company B, First Regiment Wis-
consin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and second lientenant Com-
pany F, Twelfth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving. -

Joseph Cassiday, late of Company C, Second Regiment Mary-
land Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

William T. Sheaff, late of Company I, One hundred and
twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,
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Louis C. Emmett, late of Company C, First Regiment Oregon
Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in liea of that he is now
recelving. !

Christian Bowman, late of Company D, Two hundred and first
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

Stephen Collar, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment
Michigan Velunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving. R

Baxter Johuson, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment Michi-
gan Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Twenty-eighth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, $30 per month in lieun of that he
is now receiving.

Mary E. Allen, widow of Charles G. Allen, late eaptain Com-
pany D, Fourteenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Heayvy Artillery, $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

Georgiana Packard, widow of George W. Packard, late of
Company A, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and
Company G, Eighth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer
Infantry, $24 per month in lien of that she Is now receiving.

Josephine E. Miller, widow of Abraham B. Miller, late pilot
T. 8. 8. Minnesota, United States Navy, $12 per month.

Delia II. Austin, widow of John F. Austin, late captain Com-
pany M. Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

Wendell P. Hood, late of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment
Massachuseits Volunteer Infantry, $50 per month in lien of
that he is now receiving.

Lucy Gamble, widow of David W. Gamble, late of Company
(¢, Fifteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving. 5

Elizabeth Croft, widow of William M. Croft, late of Company
A, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves Volunteer Infantry,
and Company B, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Penusyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, $20 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

Stephen B. Johnson, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment
New York Volunteer Cavalry, $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

Ferdinand O. Tennisgon, late of Company D, Third Regiment
Missouri State Militin Cavalry, $30 per month in liem of that
he is now receiving.

Thomas Moody, late of Company F, Second Regiment Mis-
souri State Militia Cavalry, $30 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving.

Charles Belknap, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $30 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

ENLARGED HOMESTEAD,

The bill (H. R. 23351) to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide for an enlarged homestead” was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to amend sections 8 and 4 of
the act entitled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead,”
approved February 19, 1009, and of an act entitled “An act to
provide for an enlarged homestead,” approved June 17, 1910, so
as to read as follows:

Sgc. 3. That any homestead entryman of lands of the character
herein described, upon which entry final proof has not been made, shall
have the right to enter public lands, subject to the provisions of this
act, contiguous to his former entry, which shall not, together with the
oriEet XS ST (e of making ana

EC, 4. at a 3 e of m. proofs, as provided In section
2201 of the Revised Statutes, the entryman under pthia act shall, in
addition to the proofs and affidavits required under said section, prove
by two credible witnesses that at least one-sixteenth of the area em-
braced in sucli entry was continuously cultivated for agricultural crops
other than native grasses beginning with the second year of the entry,
and that at least one-eighth of the area embraced in the entry was so
continuously cultivated beginning with the third year of the entry:
Provided, ''hat any qualified person who has heretofore made or here-
after makes additional entry under the provisions of on 3 of this
act may be allowed to perfect title to his original entry b showing
compliance with the lzlrovislons of section 2291 of the Revi Statutes
reapecting such original entry, and r In making preof upon
his additional entry shall be credited with residence maﬁltn.lne& upon
his original entry from the date of such inal eniry, but the culti-
vation required ugon entries made under this act must be shown re-
specting sach additional entry, which cultivation, while it may be
made upon either the original or additional entry, or upon both entries,
must ba*eultivation in addition to that relfed upon an in makin
groof npon the original entry; or, If he elects, his original and addE
tional entries may considered ns come, with full eredit for residence
upon and Improvements made under his original entry, in which event
the amount of cultivation heréin required shall apply to the fotal area
of the combined eniry, and proof may be made upon such combined
entry whenever it can be shown that the cultivation fred by this
section has been performed ; and to this end the time within which preof
must be made upor such comb eniry Is hereby extended to seven
Years from the date of the original entry: Provided further, That

hereln. contalned shall be so censtrued as to require residemce
opon the combined entry in excess of the period of residence, as re-
guired by section 2291 of the Revised Statutes.
The bill was reporied te the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DESERT-LAND ENTRIES IN CALIFORNIA.

The bill (8. 7875) to exempt from cancellation cerinin desert-
land entries in the Chuckawalla Valley and Palo Verde Mesa,
Riverside County, Cal., was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. o -

The bill had been reported from the Commitiee on Public
Lands with an amendment, on page 2, line 3, after the word
“east,” to ingert * San Bernardino meridian,” so as to make
the bill read: g e ~

Be it enacted, ete., That no desert-land entry heretofore made in good
faith under the public-land laws for lands in townships 4 and §_south,
range 15 east; townships 4 and 5 south, range 16 east; townships 4,
5, and 6 south, ramge 17 east; townships 5, and 7 south, range 1%
east ; townships 6 and 7 south, range 19 east; townships 6 and 7 south,
rapge 20 east; townshltgs 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 south, range 21 east; town-
ships 5, 8, and 7 south, range 22 east; township south, range 23
east 8an Bernardino meridian, shall be ed prior to May 1, 1916,
becanse of failure on the part of the entryman to make any annual or
final proof falling due upon any such entry prior to May 1, 1916.

The amendment was agreed to. i

The bill was reported to the Senate
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read

the third time, and passed. 3
\ _3 *¥ CONFEDERATE CEMETERY AT LITTLE ROCE, ARK.

The bill (H. R. 24365) providing for the taking over by the
United States Government of the Confederate cemetery at Little
Ttoek, Ark., was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Arkansas what special reason there is for the United
States Government to take over the Confederate cemetery at
Little Rock, Ark.? - f

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The reasons are largely senti-
mental. The fact is that the National Government maintaing
quite a considerable cemetery at that particular point. Near
there, or just adjoining there, on a small tract of land 400 by
200 feet, or possibly larger than that, are buried the remains of
quite a number of Confederate soldiers. It was thought to be
in accordance with the progress of reconciliation which has
already taken place that those cemeferies be under one control,
something after the fashion of that adopted at Springfield, IlL
The expense is a nominal one, I personally had thought that
possibly the ex-Confederates might keep it up. But it was
deemed to be the sentiment of the community that there should
be no longer two managements of that particular resting place
of these who had distingnished themselves upon that ocecasion
which has now become a memory so dear to all of us.

There is much to be said, or nothing to be said, on the subject
one way or the other. If it is intended to be debated, there
would be much to be sald upon it. If the propriety of it does
not occur to the Senator immediately upon the statement, it
probably would require some elaborate argument to convinece him,

Mr. SMOOT. I asked the Senator the question bécause of the
fact that I thought perhaps there was some special reason for
this. I notice that he says that they are adjoining each other.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. They are immediately adjoining.
There is just a stoune wall befween them.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the guestion whether the same
lelp that takes care of the national cemetery at Little Rock
of the Federal soldiers will take care of the Confederate ccme-
tery? -~

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is the understanding. The
expense will be nominal.

Mr. SMOOT. The only expense would be $2,125 a year?

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. No, sir; that would be the en-
tire expense of making the opening in the wall and making such
repairs as may be required. The entire expense now of main-
taining the cemetery there is probdbly $2,000 a year. The
understanding is that it will not add materially to the ex-
pense of maintaining the cemetery.

Mr. SMOOT. I see that the Quartermaster General states
that there is no objection on the part of his office to the fuvor-
able consideration of the bill, but if it becomes a law it will
be necessary to make provision for placing it in the proper re-
pair by increasing the appropriation for the care and mainte-
nance of national cemeteries for the fiscal year 1914,

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. At present the Confederate ceme-
tery is not kept up as well as the national cemetery adjoining,
and the probabilities are that the walks would be improved and
a variety of little improvements would be made that would be
necessary to make it conform to the general appearance of the
other cemetery.

as amended, and the
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Presidént, as the two cemeteries adjoin,
I shall not objeet.

Mr, MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, with the Sena-
tor's permission, I beg to say that it was my privilege when at
Little Rock a few months or weeks ago to visit this spot. Im-
mediately the question was ralsed in my mind, and I so ex-
pressed it, that it seemed a bit of dire neglect that the soldiers’
graves on one side were so beautifully taken care of and the
.others were in a most chaotic and neglected state: and I recall
having suggested to the gentlemen who were with me that it
seemed sad and unfortunate

Mr, GALLINGER. That did not reflect on the Government,
however. 4

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Not at all, sir—ihat 50 years
had passed since that horrid strife, and God’s green grass grew
alike over them both, and did its best to obliterate the horrid
thoughts and memories of the past. It seemed to me ungen-
erons, to say no more, that within this distance of 30 or 40 feet
this plat shonld be so neglected, and I expressed my hope that
the United States, in its generosity and charity, would in the
very near future take that in, and that they might all be cared
for alike.

1t is useless to contend now as to the sentiments or as to the
reasons of the strife. They were all of God's creation, and all
of one great, glorious, and grand country. The cost of maintain-
ing ihat little plat could be but a pittance, the remains of a few
Confederate soldiers; and I do plead with all the earnestness of
my nature that the Senate of the United States may do its part
toward obliterating the evidences of that horrid strife in that
little plat.

AMr, SMOOT. There is nobody objecting, so far as I know.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I know that; but I say, at
the same time, that I really ache sometimes for the opportunity
to give vent to my sentiments in a case that is so deserving as
1 feel this Is.

Mr. McCUMBER.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
bill will go over.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas subsequently said: I ask unani-
mous consent to take up the bill (H. R. 24365) providing for
the taking over by the United States Government of the Con-
federate cemetery at Little Rock, Ark. The bill has been read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas
asks that the Senate consider, the bill indicated by him., Is
there objection?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

HERMAN C. TUNK.

The bill (8. 4549) to place the name of Sergt. Herman C.
Tunk upon the officers’ retired list was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. It authorizes the President to place the
name of Herman C. Funk on the retired list created by the act
of Congress approved March 2, 1907, with the rank, pay, and
allowances of a sergeant of infantry retired.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed. :

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to place the
name of Herman C. Funk upon the retired list created by act
approved March 2, 1907.”

OFFICERS DETAILED FOR AVIATION DUTY.

The bill (H. R. 17256) to fix the status of officers of the Army
and Navy detailed for aviation duty, and to increase the efli-
ciency of the aviation service, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert: v

That after the passage and approval of this act the pay as now or
as may be hereafter fixed by law for officers of the Regular Army, Navy,
and Marine Corps shall be 20 per cent additional for such officers as
are now or may be hereafter detailed by the Secretary of War or the
Secretary of the Navy on aviation duty: Provided, That this increase
of pay shall be given to such officers only as are actually engaged in
the flying of heavier-than-air craft, and while so detailed, as provided
herein : Provided further, That no officer holding rank above that of
eaptain shall receive the additional pay provided for by this act: And
provided ‘;urther That at the same time no more than #0 officers of the
Army and 30 officers of the Navy and Marine Corps shall be detalled
to the aviation service.

SEc. 2. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provi-
sions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

Let the matter go over for the present.
Objection being made, the

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time,
The bill was read the third time and passed.

REFUND OF TONNAGE TAXES.

The bill (H. R. 2359) to refund certain tonnage taxes and
light dues was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to refund the follow-
ing amounts to the respective named companies, assessed and
collected under section 4225, Revised Statutes, which amounts
are hereby appropriated : Ninety-three dollars in the case of the
American dredge Erie, without enrollment, upon the applica-
tion of the Duluth-Superior Dredging Co.; and $270 in the case
of American scows Nos. I and 2, American dredge Lincoln, and
Amerlean derrick-scow No. 1, without enrollment, upon the ap-
plication of the Duluth Marine Contracting Co.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That concludes the calendar.

LARD IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (8. 1899) to repeal a portion of
an act heretofore passed relating to the alienation of the title
of the United States to land in the Distriet of Columbia some
way got under Rule IX and has escaped my attention. It is a
bill recommended by the Department of Justice, the Commis-
sioners of the Distriet of Columbia, and Gen. Bixby, of the
Engineer Corps. I hope it will be taken up now and passed.
There is no objection to it, as far as I know.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to repeal section 2 of the act
approved March 3, 1899 (30 Stats, 1346). authorizing and
directing the Secretary of War to correct the records of the
War Department in respect to any of the lots mentioned in
Senate Document No. 277, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
crdered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, aud passed.

FLATHEAD IRRIGATION PROJECT.

Mr. SMOOT. The bill (8. 5057) providing for the issuance of
patents to entrymen for homesteads in the so-called Flathead
irrigation project is on the calendar under Rule IX. I move
its indefinite postponement,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senafe adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 2 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, Feb-
ruary 4, 1913, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, February 3, 1913.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord, our God and our Father, we approach Thee in the
sacred attitude of prayer in faith and confidence that by the
uplift of the moment we may receive of that spirit which knows
no anger, turmoil, nor strife, but which is * first pure, then
peaceable, gentle, and easy to be entreated, full of mercy and
good fruits,” that we may leave behind us a record clean, pure,
after the similitude of the Prince of Peace. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Sunday, IFebruary 2, 1913,
was read and approved.

RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE SHEPPARD.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi-
cation, which was read by the Clerk:
FEDRUARY 3, 1913.
Hon. CaAMP CLARK,
Speaker House of Representatives.

My Dear Sir: I have this day notified the governor of Texas of my
resignation as a Member of the House of Hepresentatives from the
first Texas district, said resignation to be effective immediately.

. Yours, very truly,
MoRRIS SHEPPARD.

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CONNELL.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the following order, which I send
to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, That SBunday, Februa
upon the life, character, and public services of Hon. RicHARD E. CoN-
NELL, late a Representative from the State of New York, .

16, 1913, be set apart for addresses
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan-
imous consent for the present consideration of the order. Is
there objection?

There was no ohjection.

The order was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate lhad passed without amendment
bill of the following title:

H. RR.12813. An act to refund duties collected on lace-making
and other machines and parts or accessories thereof imported
subsequently to August 5, 1909, and prior to January 1, 1911.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

S.J. Res. 78, Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House fo the
bill (8. 3175) to regulafe the immigration of aliens fo and the
residence of aliens in the United States.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

S. 8120. An act authorizing settlers on unsurveyed lands to
make final proof under laws existing at the time of settlement;

8. 8273, An act authorizing the Secretary of War to make cer-
tain donations of condemned cannon and cannon balls; and

8. 8139, An act for the relief of Willlam W. Prude.

s SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rlule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below 1

§. 8190. An act authorizing settlers on unsurveyed lands tfo
malke final proof under laws existing at the time of settlement;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

8. 8273. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to make
certain donations of condemned cannon and cannon balls; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. 8139. An act for the relief of William W. Prude; to the
Committee on Military Affairs. )

8. J. Ites. 78, Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

‘MALAMBO FIRE CLAIMANTS,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to discharge the Committee on Appropriations from the further
conslderation of the bill H. R. 23836, and refer it to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to discharge from further consideration the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and refer to the Committee on Claims
the bill of which the Clerk will report the title,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 23836) to enable the Secretary of War to pay the
amount awarded to the AMlalambo fire claimants by the joint commission
under article 6 of the treaty of November 18, 1903, between the United
States and Panama.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARK. (H, DOC. NO. 1831).

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent
to print as a House document the document prepared by the
Interior Department showing the receipts and expenditures on
account of the Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., and refer it to
the Committee on Appropriations.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to have printed as a House document the report
of the Arkansas Hot Springs Reservation and refer it to the
Committee on Appropriations. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, what is this report?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is n statement showing the receipts
and expenditures of the Hot Springs Reservation during the
lnst three years. It shows the receipts from the sale of lots,
It was brought before the committee in a hearing, and I think
it is of suflicient importance to have it printed as a House docu-
ment rather than in the hearings of the committee,

Mr. MANN., Why does it go to the Committee on Appropria-
tions instead of to the Committee on Public Lands?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It comes in connection with some esti-
mates that are before the committee in connection with the
reservation.

The SPEAKER. TIs there objection?

There was no objection._

PENSIONS.

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mry. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the House ingist on its amendments to the bill 8. 8035,
granting pensions and increase of pensions fo certain soldiers
and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and wars other than
the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent relatives of
said soldiers and sailors, and agree to the conference asked for.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that the House insist on its amendments to the
bill 8. 8035 and agree to the conference. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the
House Mr. RicmarpsoN, Mr. Dicksox of Mississippl, and Mr,
Woop of New Jersey.

CALENDAR FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT.

The SPEAKER. This is Unanimous Consent Calendar Day,
and the Clerk will report the first bill on that calendar.

CHOCTAW ANKD CHICKASAW INDIANS.

The first bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the
bill (H. R. 25507) to authorize certnin changes in homestead
allotments of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians in Oklahoma,

The Clerk began the reading of the bill.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I have little hope of this bill
getting through by unanimous consent, and I ask to have it
passed on the calendar without prejudice. 7

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

EXCHANGE OF LANDS FOR SCHOOL SECTIONS WITHIN AN INDIARN,
MILITARY, NATIONAL FOREST, OR OTHER RESERVATION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. RR. 25738) to authorize the Secretary of the In-
terior to exchange lands for school sections within an Indian,
military, national forest, or other reservation, and for other
purposes.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union..

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, a point of
order,

The SPEAKER.
order.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The question of unanimous
consent has not been put to the House.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to suggest to the gentleman first, that this is a
House bill on this calendar, and that later on the calendar, as
the gentleman knows, there is a Senate bill. Why not strike
this bill off the Calendar for Unanimous Consent and let what-
ever disposition is made depend upon what is done with the
Senate bill? :

Mr. RAKER. I desire to substitute at this time the Senate
bill and lay aside the House bill.

Mr. MANN. Well, the Senate bill will be reached in due
time, and it can be disposed of. When the Senate bill is reached
the proposition can be disposed of, and therefore I object to
the consideration of this bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and
the bill will be stricken from the calendar. The Clerk will re-
port the next bill.

COAL MINING COMPANIES IN THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3843) granting to the coal-mining companies in
the State of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional acreage
adjoining their mine leases, and for other purposes,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, under rules and
regulations to ﬁe preseri y him, may grant to the operator of an
coal mine or mines in the State of Oklahoma the right to acquire adeﬁ,:
tional acreage from the unleased segregated coal land of the Choctaw
and Chickasaw Nations, In the State of Oklahoma, not to exceed in any
case G40 acres of land: Provided, That the.land sought to be mequired
adjoins and is contiguouns to the coal-mining property in operation :
And provided further, That the right to acquire such additional lands
shall extend only to coal-mining corporations, individual, or individuals
actually operating coal mines in sald State In good faith, and in only
such cises as may be found necessary for the successful administration
of such mine: And dprocided further, That the legse or leases on such
additional coal lands shall not made for a longer .period of time
than existing leases and shall not be made at a less rate of royalty
than the rate of royaty pald on existing leascs now in operation in
said State of Oklahoma,

The gentleman will state his point of
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Sgc. 2. That all parts of the act entitled “An act to ratify and
confirn an agreement with tll.P Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes or
Indians, and for other furposes passed and approved July 1, 1902,
conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. My, Speaker, reserving the right to object

AMr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this measure
I will say that this is simply a proposition to provide for the
leasing of new lands for mining purposes which lie adjacent to
present leases. The act of June 28, 1898, provided for the leas-
ing of all of the coal lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na-
tions in Oklahoma, making an arbitrary rate of royalty to 12
cents per ton, as I now recall, on screened coal. By that law the
Secretary of the Interior was permitted to change the rate of
royalty when he thought it necessary, and the rate was after-
wards changed to 8 cents per ton for mine run, which those
who are familiar with coal mining will know is a much better
rate for the lessor than 10 cents on the screened basis,

Under that law something over 100 leases were taken out for
the mining of coal, running for 30 years from the date of the
lease, but on July 1, 1902, you had the so-called supplemental
agreement providing for the sale of those coal lands. Adver-
tisements were made for hids, and numerous bids were re-
veived, but none, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior,
of suficient price to warrant the sale of the land. So coal
mining drifted along nnder this lease system, until some leases
have been worked out completely ; that is to say, worked up to
the limit of the leases. No further progress can be made until
some authority be given by this Congress to the Secretary of
the Interior permitting him to make additional leases, at least
to the operators who heretofore have operiated the mines in
food faith. Now, if this bill is not passed, the natural result
will be that the old openings will fill up with water and the
coil, which is the property of the Indians, will be damaged
and perhaps destroyed and the Indians will get absolutely
nothing from it. If this bill is permitted to pass, then the See-
retary can go ahead and make new leases to the old operators
under the same condition of their old leases and the Indians
continne to get 8 cents per ton royalty, for this provides a
royalty basis by tonnage and no sale of the land giving anyone
any advantage over another person,

Alr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CARTER. 1T yield to the gentleman from South Dakota.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. As I understand the law at
the present time no new leases can be inade of any coal lands
in the Choectaw and Chickasaw Nations?

Mr. CARTER. That was stopped by the act of July 1, 1902,

Mr, BURKE of South Dakota. And that act was passed on
ihe theory that the lands were going to be sold, and they did
not want to have them leased.

Mr. CARTER. That is true.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now, recently we have en-
acted a law by which it is propused to dispose of the surface——

Mr. CARTER. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota (continning). And not sell the
coal. 8o that in fact there ought to be some legislation to dispose
of conl by lease or otherwise., Bont this bill only zZoes to the
extent of permitting the Secretary of the Interior to lease not
exceeding G40 acres of land contiguous to land that has been
worked out to a person who holds a lease. Is not that correct?

Mr. CARTER. That is true.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. TUnless there is zome such
Jegislation an operator who has exhausted the coal in the land
covered by his lease will have to cease operations. Is not that
troe?

Mr. CARTER. That is true.

Alr. BURKE of South Dakota. And he will therefore lose to
a very great extent the value of his machinery, and so forth,
that he has there?

Mr. CARTER. Not only that, if the present openings are
abandoned, they will fill up with water and the coal belonging
to the Indians wili be very badly and permanently damaged.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The money that is received
from coal royalties is used, I believe, for the purpose of educa-
tioa among the Chickasaw and Choctaw Indians. So that there
onght not to be any objection to this bill. But T will say there
ought to be general legislation permitting the leasing of these
coal lands.

Mr. CARTER. T expected to cover all that in the course of
my remarks, amd T am very glad the gentleman from South Da-
kota has brought it out in such a lucld manner,

My, STEPHENS of Texas. The attorneys here in Washington
representing them are in favor of this bill for the reason that
it will add considerable to the amount of revenue they will re-
ceive for the coal mined?

Mr. CARTER. That is true,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. New railroad tracks will have to
be put down, and unless the mines start it would be an insecure
position for them to take. In other words, it would injure them
greatly. So that under these leases the adjoining Iands can be
operated under existing leases and plants now in operation?

Mr. CARTER. fThat is true.

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
Oklahoma yield?

Mr. CARTER. Yes.

Mr. MANN. How many coal operators are there on these

lands now holding leases?

Mr. CARTER. Do you mean the number of leases or the
number of operators?

Mr. MANN. The number of men. X

Mr. CARTER. I can not say aceurately, Mr. Speaker, but I
would judge that there were some 50 or more.

Mr. MANXN., How many leases are held?
Mr. CARTER. Something over 100, if I remember corrvectly.
My. MANN. That is, the same operator holds more than one

lease in many cases?

Mr. CARTER. Yes, in some instances;
them have only one.

Mr. MANN. How much coal is being mined there?

Mr. CARTER. I think about 3,000,000 tons per anunm.

Mr. MANN. How many of these leases are there where the
coal is practically exhaunsted under the present lenses?

Mr. CARTER. There are about half a dozen at present, I
presiume.

Afr. MIANN. What is the size of these leases, ordinarily?

Mr. CARTER. Nine Lhundred and sixly acres. The gentle-
man will understand, though, that the leases were made at an
early day, before the coal erop was well defined, and by say-
ing 060 acres of leased land it might not necessarily follow ihat
there are 960 acres of coal, because much of the land that was
first leased was found aftei wards to he barren of coal.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman proposes in the bill the limlm-
tion of G40 acres. That means that the new lenses shall not
cover more than G40 acres in any case?

Mr, CARTER. That is the intention.

Mr. MANN. When the coal is exhausted on that G40 aeres.
the same conditions will exist then as exist now on the present
leases?

Mr. CARTER. TUndoubtedly, unless we have legisiation in
the meantime taking care of that.

Mr. MAXN. What does this bill wean when it says that
operators may acquire additional acreage?

Mr. CARTER. That means that they may acquire the an-m
within the discretion of the Secretury. At least, that is the
intention of it.

Mr. STEIPHENS of Texas. Not to exceed (40 acres.

Mr. MANN. Do the terms mean to ncquire the title to op-
erate? Does it mean there to acquire a title to this G40 acres?

Mr, CARTER. That is not the intention of it. It was meant
to acquire a lease of G40 aeres. L

Mr. MANN. 7That is not what the bill says.

Mr. CARTER. If the fitle might be said to exist to a lease,
they might acquire that title, might they not?

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman have auy
making that read * acquire hy lease” wherever
term * acquire ' ?

Mr. CARTER. None In the least.
suggestion.

Mr. CAMPBELL. T will siate to the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Maxx] that that is the only way he could acquire it now,
except by violating the law.

Mr. MANN. But here is proposed a new law to permit them
to acquire the property.

Mr. CAMPBELL. BEut this does not repeal the general law.

Mr. MAXN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. It proposes to
repeal the existing law and all laws that may be in conflict
with it.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr, Chairman, I wonld like
to ask the gentleman whether, if you chaunge the word “ac-
quire” to *lease,” 80 as to permit the acquiring of the right to
lease, that wonld not meet the objection, and strike out the
word * acquire ” entirely?

Mr. MANN. I had it marked that way in my bill, but

Mr. BURKE of &Ju!h Dakota., I thiu‘hk by changing the word

“aequire’ to “lease” would accomplish what is proposed by
the framers of the bill.

Mr. CARTER. Strike out “acquire” and insert * lease "

but a great many of.

aobjection to
they use the

I think that is a good

will answer every purpose.
The SPEAKER.
Chair hears none,

Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
This bill is on the T umu Calendar,
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
%11? bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the

ole. !

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from Oklahoma [Mr Car-
TER] asks unanimous consent to consider this bill in the House
a8 in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

Mr MANN. I object to that.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MANN]
objects.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, T move to go info the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CAr-
TER] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill. The question is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill (8. 3543) granting to the coal-mining companies in the
State of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional acreage ad-
Joining their mine leases, and for other purposes, with Mr.
Huasreireys of Migsissippi in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of Senate
bill 3843, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

An act (8. 3843) granting to the coal-mining companies in the State

of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional acreage adjoining their mine
leases, and for other purposes,

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. It has just been
read.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CAR-
TER] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading
of the bill. 1s there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, aside from the amendments
that have been suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
MaxN] I do not care to make any further discussion on the
bill, and =so I ask that it be read under the five-minute rule for
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior, nnder rules
and regulations to be prescribed by him, may grant to the operator of
uny coul mine or mines in the State of Oklahoma the right to aequire
additional acreage from the unleased segregated coal land of the Choc-
taw and Chickasaw Natlons, in the State of Oklahoma, not to exceed in
any case 640 acres of land: Pirovided, That the land sought to be ac-
quired adjoins and is contiguons to the coal-mining property in_opera-
tion: And provided further, That the right to acquire such additional
lands shall extend only to coal-mining corporations, individual or Indi-
viduals actually operating coal mines in said State in good faith, and
in only such cases as may be found pecessary for the successful admin-
istration of such mine: And provided further, That the lease or leases
on such additional coal lands shall not be made for a longer period of
time than existing leases and shall not be made at a less rate of royalty
than the rate of royalty paid on existing leases now in operation in
said State of Oklahoma,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, for
the information of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], a
word regarding the proviso beginning on line 5§, page 2. 1 do
not think it would be necessary for him to offer any amend-
ment, beeause this proviso makes it perfectly plain. The bill
provides—

That the lease or leases on such additional coal lands shall not be
made for a longer period of time than existing leases and shall not be

made at a less rate of royalty than the rate of royalty paid on existing
leases now in operation in said State of Oklahoma.

Mr. MANN. What is the object in leaving the matter open
to construction when there are two constructions, and we mean
only one thing and can say so0?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will gay to the gentleman from
Illinois that in my opinion the whole section should be con-
strued together, and it is perfectly clear that this last provision
shall apply only to leases, It says—

That the lease or leases on such additional coal lands shall not be
made for a longer period of time than existing leases and shall not be
made at a less rate of royalty than the rate of royalty paid on existing
leases now in operation in said State of Oklahoma.

Mr, MANN. I do not agree with the gentleman as to that.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. From that it is perfectly apparent
that only leasing can be done under this act.

Mr. MANN. No; that applies only when leases are made, and
under the former part of the bhill they might pass title to the
property. Y

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I beg leave to differ with the gen-
tleman. The language is perfectly plain,

‘Mr. MANN. I have great deference for the opinion of my
friend from Texas, and yet when you are passing a bill why not
make it clear beyond a question of construction?

My, Chairman, T move to strike out, in line 6, page 1, the word
“acquire” and insert the word * lease.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxN].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 1, line 6, by striking out the word * acquire” and in-
serting the word * lease.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. In line 10 strike out the word *acgnired” and
insert the word “ leased.”

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 10, strike out the word “ acquired " and insert the word
“leased " in lieu thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move, in line 11, after the word
“ property,” to insert the words *“ of the applicant,” so that it
will read:

Contignous to the ceal-mining property of the applleant in operation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 1, line 11, by Inserting after the word * property ” the
words ‘' of the applicant.”

Mr. STEPITENS of Texas. There is no objection to that.

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. MANN. I move to amend, on page 2, line 1, by striking
out the word “acquire” and inserting the word “ lease”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2, line 1, strike out *“ aequire” and insert * lease.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. In line 7, page 2, after the word “leases,” insert
“of the respective applicants.”

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 7, after the word * leases,” insert the words
respective applicants.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr., Chairman, T move to
strike ont the last word for the purpose of getting some infor-
mation. I call the attention of the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. CarTER] to the language that appears in the last proviso
of section 1 on page 2, where it is provided that the royalty
shall not be—

a less rate of royalty than the rate of royalty paid on existing feasecs
now In operation in said State of Oklahoma. i

I spppose it is intended that the royalty shall not be less than
the operator iz paying under the lease that he now has. Will
the gentleman explain what is intended by the language:

And shall not be made at a less rate of royalty than the rate of
royaity pald on existing leases now In operation in sald Stare of
Oklahoma.

That might mean any leases in Oklahoma.

Mr. CARTER. They have now an arbitrary rate of royaliy
at 8 cents per ton, and under the law the rate must be uni-
form.

Mr. BURKE of Sonth Dakota. That is what I wanted to
know—whether there are any coal lands in Oklahoma leased
at less than that rate.

Mr. CARTER. They are all at a flat raie of 8 cents per ton,
with the ritghht of the Secretary of the Interior either to increase
or reduce the rate,

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Let me ask the genileman if
there is any operator who is paying a greater royalty than 8
cents?

Mr. CARTER. There is not at present in Oklahoma.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It occurs to me that if an
operator was paying 10 or 12 cents and we granted him a lease
of additional land adjoining that which he is now operating he
ought not to have the lease at less than be is now paying.

Mr. CARTER. All leases are at the same flat rate—S8 cents

ton mine run.

Mr. MILLER. I move to strike out the last iwo words for
the purpose of asking another question. As I understand there
are two methods of paying royalties on coal, both per ton, but
one for mine run and the other for screened coal.

Mr. CARTER. No; it is a flat rate of 8 cents a ton, mine-run
coal, for all leases in Oklahoma. A

Mr, MILLER. I admit that in the Choctaw and Chickasaw
countries there is only one method, which is 8 cents per ton
mine run, but my additional inquiry is if there is not another
method in use elsewhere?

“of the
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Mr. CARTER. Perhaps so, but not on the land in guestion

Mr. MILLER. There is some controversy as to which brings
in the largest remuneration to the mine owner. It has been
found there, has it not, that this method of paying 8 cents
per ton mine run is more valuable to the owner of the mine
than, say, 12 cents per ton screened coal?

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, that would depend, of course,
on the amount of slack that the coal might run, The coal in
Oklahoma would, I judge, run about 30 per cent to 50 per cent
slack, so that the rate of 8 cents a ton would produce a much
larger royalty than 10 or 12 per ton on screen basis,

Mr. MILLER. Under this bill is it not possible for the Bec-
retary of the Interior to prescribe almost any reasonable sum as
a royalty. provided it is not less than 8 cents, mine run?

Mr. CARTER. He ecan raise or lower it, as he sees fit, above
or below 8 cents a ton.

Mr. MILLER. How can he bring it below under this bill?
bnll\lr. MANN. He can not bring it below 8 cents under this

Mr. CARTER. I was speaking of the present law.

Mr. MILLER. This bill safegnards the Indians from every
standpoint as long as the Secretary of the Interior faithfully
does his work.

Mr. CARTER. The bill gives safeguards to the leases made
under its provisions which do not now exist in regard to other
leases of land.

Mr. MILLER. This, as the gentleman knows, is touching on
a subject that a great many minds have a right to be active
about. Is it not the gentleman’s opinion that there should be
some comprehensive general legislation in the near future to
take care of this entire coal question of the Choctaws and
Chickasaws?

Mr. CARTER, Undoubtedly there ought to be provision made
to dispose of thie segregated mineral land, either by sale or by
lease. It seems now that it might be impossible for us to sell
the land under present conditions. So the only alternative left
in justice to the Indians and the proper development of the
country would be to lease the lands. Right now we are menaced
by the lack of coal in parts of this very coal distriet, for the
reason that leases can not be made that should be made. But
this bill comes over from the Senate in its present form, and
this is the first opportunity we have had for consideration with-
out objection. It is now late in the session. If any substantial
change is made in ifs provisions it may cause its defeat.
Therefore we feel obliged to urge such relief as is contained in
this measure.

Mr. MILLER. By the so-called supplemental agreement,
under date of July 1, 1902, Congress agreed with the Indians
that there should be a sale of the entire mineral area, some-
thing like 446,000 acres. I should like fo ask the gentléman
from Oklahoma if he thinks that as good a price could be re-
ceived now as could have been received in 1904% What is the
present market as to coal in that section?

Mr. CARTER. That is a question that is largely conjecture.
The coal business in Oklahoma has been in pretty bad shape for
the past several years on account of the oil and gas development
near the coal lands. But as the supply of gas has become di-
minished to some extent and the railroads are reinstating coal
purners the price of coal is again coming back somewhat to the
normal conditions that existed before the discovery of oil and
gas in Oklahoma.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma

amendment.

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will proceed with the reading
of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Src. 2. That all parts of the act entitled “An act to ratify and com-

firm an agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians,
and for other purposes,” passed and approved Jg(l’,v 1, 1902, in conflict
with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.
Mr, MANN. Mpr. Chairman, I move to strike out section 2.
The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,
The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 2, by striking out section 2.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as it now stands, if enacted into
law, it would repeal all of sections 56 to 63, inclusive, of the
act of July 1, 1902, repealing, as I recall, the very basis of the
original leases. That isnot intended to be done, and there is no
occasion for the repealing clause in the bill.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I differ with the gentleman
from Tllinois about that, but I see no necessity for section 2 in
the bill.

Mr, MANN. Ias the gentleman from Oklahoma looked up
the act of July 1, 1902, to see what this would repeal?

]93[21'. CARTER. I am very familiar with the act of July 1,

Mr. MANN. It would repeal sections 56 to 63, inclusive, in
the act of July 1, 1902, because they are all in conflict with
this act.

Mr. CARTER. Oh, I do not think so. It would not repeal
anything except in so far as the operation of its own provisions
are concerned.

The act of July 1, 1902, sought to do two things, as follows:
First, to provide for the sale of these lands; second, to prevent
any further leasing of them. Now, this bill certainly does not,
in any manner, contemplate a sale, but it does provide to lease
under certain conditions, and to that effect it amends the act
of July 1, 1902, whether this language remains in the bill or
not; but there is no necessity for it.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will notice that this provision
does not even say “all parts of the act so far as they are in
conflict with this act.” It says it repeals all of the provisions
which are in confiict with said act, and all of sections 56 to
63 of the original act are in conflict with this act.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, Mr, Chairman, I would sugz-
gest to the gentleman from Oklahoma that I think he ought
to consent to the amendment.

Mr. CARTER. I have already expressed a willingness to
consent to the amendment. It is immaterial and superfluous
as I have just tried to show.

The CHATRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise and report the bill with the amendments, with the
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that
the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. HuaMPHREYS of Mississippl, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill 8. 3843, and had directed him to report the same back to
the House with sundry amendments thereto, with the recom-
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the Dbill
as amended do pass.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put them en grosse. The question
is on agreeing to the amendments.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question pow is on the third reading
of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third. time, was read the
third time, and passed.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment
to the title, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the title of the blll and Insert:

“Anthorizi the Secretary of the Interior to lease to the operators
of coal mines in Oklahoma additional acreage from the unleased segre-
gated coal land of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the
title.

The amendment was agreed to.

On motion of Mr, CARTER, a nmiotion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

STANDARD FRUIT AND VEGETABLE BARRELS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. It. 23113) to fix the standard barrel for fruits
and vegetables.

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. ASHBROOK (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker,
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Turrce], the author of
this bill, is not in the Chamber at this time. I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be temporarily passed over without preju-
dice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to pass this bill temporarily without prejudice. 1Is
there objection?

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, what does the gentleman mean by
“ temporarily " ?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentlemnn
from New Jersey will be here later in the day, and he desires
to have the bill called up at that time.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think we ought to com-
mence that practice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.
~ Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman desires to pass the
bill on the calendar, I have no objection,
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Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. !
The S’EAKER. Is there cbjection?
There was no objection.
KORTH RIVER BRIDGE CO.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (S. 4978) to supplement and amend the act en-
titled “An act to incorporate the North River Bridge Co. and
to nut_hori'r.e the construction of a bridge and approaches at
New York City across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce
in and over such bridge between the States of New York and
New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and post
road,” approved July 11, 1890.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert :

* That sectlon 2 of the act entitled *An act to incorporate ithe North
River Bridge Co.,, and to authorize the construction of a bridge and
approaches at New York City across the Hudson River, to ulate
commerce in and over such bridge between the States of New York and
New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and post road,’
approved July 11, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to
extend the time for the completion of the said bridge and approaches
therefor for 10 years from t{:e date of the approval hereof: Provided
I'hat this act shall not be construed as authorizing the building of said
bridge in accordance with plans hervetofore approved by the retary
of War, but drawings showrn the location ami, plans of said structure
shall again be submitted to him for his counsideration and approval be-
fore construction shall be entered upon: And provided further, That
actual work hereunder apd in accordance with such plans so approved
must be commenced within three years after the approval of tﬂ’i‘x act,
or In defanlt thereof the grantee shall forfeit all r&hu and privileges
hereby and herein granted.

* 8SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, T will ask the gentleman
from New Jersey to reserve his objection for a moment.

Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey. Very well.

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
make a short statement with regard to my attitude and the
attitude of my colleague upon this bill.

The SPEAKER. For how long?

Mr, HAMILL. For three minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
unanimous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

: Mr. IIA.\HLL_. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to ineorporate the
North River Bridge Co. The purpose of the charter is to enable
the company to put a bridge over the North River, connecting
the States of New York and New Jersey. When the bill first
came up for consideration I objected to i, because I did not
know what the purpose of the charter was. After a consulta-
tion with the gentleman from New York [Mr. GororocLe] and
other persons interested in the bill, I came to the conclusion
that it was a good bill and am still of that belief. I am, how-
ever, opposed to its consideration to-day for this important
reason: The States of New York and New Jersey have ap-
pointed a joint commission to consider the advisability of build-
ing a bridge across the North River. That commission has been
in communication with me through a personal call of some of
its members, and they expressed fear that the rights which
would be granted to the North River Bridge Co. might be ex-
clusive of and detrimental to the rights given to the commis-
sion under the acts of the two legislatures.

They cite as an instance the fact that when the Willinms-
burg Bridge was built in New York Uity over the East River
the municipality had to pay £800,000 to a bridge company which
had previously acquired rights on both sides of the stream, and
the commission is fearful lest the same situation may develop
with regards to the operations of the North River Bridge Co.
Now, I am unwilling that the State of New Jersey, in the event
of its determining to contribute to the erection of an interstate
bridge, should be put in a position where it would be compelled
to pay part of an indemnity to a bridge company formed under a
Federal charter which vesled certain rights in the company
that should have been withheld in the act granting incor-
poration.

The amount both States would Lave to pay as part of the cost
of construction would be a heavy enough burden upon the tax-
payers without reguiring an expenditure for such an incidental
as I have mentioned. It is solely for this reason that I am
compelled at this time to object. I am in favor of building a
bridge across the North River because I fully realize what a
great boon it would be to have the States of New York and New
Jersey connected by that means. I do not share the belief ex-
preszed by some gentlemen on this floor that this company has

no intention of building a bridge and that the only purpose in

procuring a charter is to enable the incorporators to issue stock
and sell it to innocent buyers. From what I can learn I believe
these incorporators are amply sound financially and that they
are ready and able to construct a single span bridge which will,
I understand, cost something like $60.000,000. However, the
rights granted by the bill nnder consideration might, as I said,
conflict with other rights conferred on the joint commission
appointed by the States of New York and New Jersey, and
might put upon these States additional and unwarranted ex-
pense. I ean not positively state that such would be the effect
of this charter, but I can inform the House that the attorney
for the interstate commission is carefully considering this bill
to determine whether or mot this wounld be so, and in a short
time I expect he will let us know what his conclusions on the
matter are. If the rights granted in this charter do not con-
fiict with the rights of the commission or impose on the States
the liabilities I have mentioned, then I want to be understood
as being ardently in favor of the passage of this charter, and
I will in that event do all I ean fo have the North River
Bridge Co. obtain it. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I am compelled
to object.

I am sorry to disappoint my colleague [Mr. GorproGLE] who
for a long time has had this bill in charge. I realize how hard
and patiently he has labored to have the bill enacted. I know
with what diligence and persistency he has tried to overcome all
objections. I hope, nevertheless. that 1 can bring about a con-
ference between my colleague [Mr. GovLprocLE] and the members
of the New York and New Jersey bridge commission which will
bring about a friendly agreement as to the proper form of a
charter for the North River Bridge Co.. and I have no doubt he
will then have the pleasure of seeing his work accomplished and
a bridge bill passed.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey objects.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman from New Jersey
kindly reserve his objection until I make a statement?

Mr, HAMILI., T will reserve my objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withholds his objection.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. Haairn] for his courtesy and for his kind
words of commendation uttered a few moments ago. This bridge
contemplated by the bill has become a publiec necessity. I have
stated on the floor here on a previous occasion the great neces-
sity that exists for a bridge across the Hudson River. The
ever-increasing population of both New York and New Jersey
in the vicinity where the bridge is contemplated over there,
the enormous increase in freight as well as passenger traflic,
the absolute necessity under existing conditions of faeilitating
transportation, the fact that the present tunnels are for pas-
sengers only, all require that there should be no further hesi-
tation in passing this measure. The mayor of New York City
and the board of estimates have petitioned Congress to pass this
bill g0 we can get this much-needed bridge.

Years ago, after the charter of the North River Bridge Co.
was passed, financial depression set in and that for quite a
while prevented the financing of the project. Happily that con-
dition has long passed. Then there were engineering difficul-
ties in the way. Those engineering difficulties have been sur-
mounted and overcome, and the best engineers of this country,
the most skillful we have, say that such a bridge as is contem-
plated can easily be built, I am but repeating to-day what I
have said before, both to members of the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce and to this House, that men per-
fectly reputable and of very high standing in the community
from which I come have given assurances that there will be
ample capital furnished to build the bridge. I ought to =ay,
also, that some of the delay which occurred in proceeding with
the work of construction was due to a protracted litigation that
finally terminated in the company’s favor in the Supreme Court
of the United States, which conrt affirmed the validity of the
charter, Now, I trust that the gentleman from New Jersey,
who has been so very kind heretofore and so exceedingly cour-
teous to me, can see hig way clear {o withdraw his objection:
but if the gentleman from New Jersey still insists in opposing
the measure for the reasons that he has already stated, may I
ask the gentleman from New Jersey to allow this bill to be
passed without prejudice?

Mr. HAMILL. We have no objection.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for a minute or two on this subject.

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from New Jersey reserve
his right to object, or (id he make objection?

Mr. HAMILL. 1 still reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Car-
peR] asks unanimous consent to address the House for two




2496

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 3,

minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chalr
hears none. :

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Speaker, the authorities of New York
City, including the mayor and board of estimate and apportion-
ment, have adopted a resolution and forwarded it to the
Speaker of this House recommending the enactment of this
legislation. I rise simply, Mr. Speaker, to ask unanimous con-
sent to insert in {he Recorp at this time the resolution re-
ferred to.

Mr. HAMILIL.

Mr. CALDER.

Mr. HAMILL.

Mr. CALDER.

The SPEAKER.
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp.
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The resolution referred to is as follows:

Resolution of the board of estimate and apportionment of the city of
New York.

Whereas a petition has been presented to this board by the North River
Bridge Co,, dated January 22, 1918, asking us to recommend to Con-
gress the passage of an act, 8. 4978, which provides for an extension
of time for the construction of the propo br! over the Hudson
River, extend! from the State of New Jersey to the city of New
York, which act has already passed the United Btates Senate; and

TWhereas it 1s in our opinion in the public interest that such bill should
e passed and that such a bridge should be built as soon as the loca-
tion and character thereof, and the manner of its operation, are
agproved by the Seeretargt}:f War, the communities In New Jersey
affected thereby, and this rd : Now, be it

; gﬂsolvﬁg,lérhat we favor the passage of sald act by Congress; and
u er,

Resolved, That the mayor be requested to send to the House of Repre-
sentatives coples of said petitlon and this resolution.

It is understood, however, that our approval of sald act iz upon the
express condition that it shall be so worded that the free and unre-
giricted rights of the States of New York and New Jersey to erect a
bridge at any location between said States shall be unimpaired, except
at the location which may be finally selected for the bridge to be con-
structed by the North River Bridge Co.

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution

adopted .‘x’f the board of estimate and apportionment at a meeting of
said board held on January 23, 1913.
Dated, New York, January 2&. 1913,
Ermt Haw
1

Jos a,
Hecretary Board of Estimate and Apportionment.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for three minutes, to explain why I am not in
accord with my two colleagues, Mr. Kixxeap and Mr. HAMILL,
and I ask them to temporarily withhold their objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for three minutes, Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I gee no reason why anyone,
either from New York or New Jersey, should object to any
legislation proposed here in the slightest degree helping or cal-
culated to help the building of a bridge over the North River,
connecting the city of New York with the New Jersey shore,
We have here two bills, each proposing an extension of time to
a company formed for the purpose of building a bridge such
as I have suggested. Without attempting to pass on the rela-
tive merit or strength of these companies, I contend that we
are more likely to get a bridge if we encourage two competing
_ companies than if we discourage both, ag is now proposed by
my collengue, Mr. HAMILL.

There is an interstate commission for examining this prob-
lem, but there is no reason why we should not have two or
three bridges there. One of these bills relates to an extension
of time of a company which has already expended a quarter
of o million of dollars in engineering work, in doing practical
work, in boring the bed of the river, and so forth. The Legisla-
ture of New Jersey and the Legislature of New York have ap-
proved the proposed plans incorporated in one of these bills,
and the Secretary of War also has approved these plans.

Mr. HAMILL.  Will the gentleman yield for a question? I
will ask for more time for him.

Mr, TOWNSEND. Certainly; I will yield to my colleague.

Mr., HAMILI.. Does the gentleman believe this charter ought
to be granted if it would exclude the commission from building
n bridge anywhere within the same limits within which this
company may build a bridge?

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly not, Mr. Speaker. There is
ample room on Manhattan Island and in the State of New
Jersey for the approaches to three bridges. Aecross the East
River there are already four bridges.

Mr. HAMILI. The gentleman does not get my point. T will
state it again. This company may, I understand, build the
bridge between Forty-second Street and Fifty-ninth Street, New
York. Now, if this privilege would exclude the commission
from putting a bridge within those limits, would the gentleman
then favor this bill to the exclusion of the right of the com-
mission?

Regarding what?

Recommending the passage of this bill.

There are two North River bridge bills.

I speak of the one now under consideration.
The gentleman from New York asks unani-

Is there

Mr. TOWNSEND. My collengue makes an inference that is
not founded upon good reason. The Brooklyn Bridge and the
Manhattan Bridge are as near in their terminals as these fwo
bridges would be if they were in the same district indicated
by my colleague.

The CHAIRMAN. The thne of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the gen-
tleman yield for a moment.

Mr. ADAMSON, Mr. Speaker, T would like to make two or
three remarks about this bill, inasmuch as it and the next one
on the calendar came from our committee. It is true both of
these bills are in behalf of enterprises that have been before
the public for a long time, and the objection, I understand,
now about extending the authority in the two cases is that
they are thought to be speculative and that there is no pros-
pect of building a bridge. All of us would be glad fo see a
bridge or two bridges or more, if they could be built, and all I
have to say will be sald without deciding the question of
whether or not there is money in sight to build either. So we
reported them both together, and if anybody objects to one
I want both objected to, because I want them to stand or fall

together. If they are speculative, I want them both in tl
field instead of one. e

Mr. FOSTER. The

af;rllid f{];o% that.
T. NN. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield?

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes, sir; I yleld. e

thga{: ims NﬂN'ld ?oes th;t gbelut!eman believe that at this time
a fie or profitable operation of twi 2t P
the Hudson River at New York?pe el

Mr. ADAMSON. If the charge be true that either enterprise
is speculative, only reaching out and trying to make money by
building a bridge or promoting such project, we would be just
:3 safe with two authorizations as one. I prefer to have the

WO.

Mr. MANN. Ought not the gentleman's committee to deter-
mine as to what company shall be permitted to build a bridge
there, so that two companies will not be authorized, one possi-
bly intending to build a bridge and the other intending to sell
stock to innocent purchasers for the purpose of taking care of
themselves?

Mr, ADAMSON.
with that charge,

Mr. MANN. I understand.

Mr. ADAMSON, The gentleman having long been a grent
ornament to the committee of which I have the honor to be ihe
chairman——

Mr. MANN. An able and efficient chairman——

Mr. ADAMSON (continuing). Is thoroughly familiar with
the fact that these charges have been bandied back and forth,
and we have renewed this authority two or three times in the
last 20 years. It is unnecessary to say, even if it were in order,
who opposed and who supported the granting or the ordering
of these reports.

Mr, MANN. If seems to me, If the gentleman will permit, if
a bridge ig needed across the Huodson River at New York, the
gentleman’s committee ought to determine, before it makes a
recommendation or gives authority, that somebody is able to
raige the money and carry on the enterprise, and that we ought
not to pass one or two speculative propositions in order to aid
gentlemen selling stoek, which I am afraid both of these are for.

Mr. ADAMSON. It is not violating any propriety to say that
several members of the committee made that same suggestion
that has been made by the gentleman from Illinois a good many
times before the report was made.

Mr., HAMILT. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. ADAMSON. I would like just to add, in eonclusion, Mr.,
Speaker, that if any man with the money in bank or to his

redit, according to reputation, would say to our committee
t the money is in hand to build the bridge, that bridge com-
pany could get authority from our committee unanimously any
day without any question about it. :

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgin [Mr,
Apamsoxn] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gorp-
FOGLE] ?

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes; I yield.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I desire to ask the gentleman from
Georgin [Mr. Apamson], the chairman of our committee,
whether it is not a fact that one of New Yorlk's most prominent,
substantial, and best-standing citizens wrote a letter, which I
showed to the gentleman, vouching for the fact that capital was
ready for the building of this bridge, and that gentlemen of
responsibility and of high standing in financial circles stood

gentleman from Georgia need not be

Both enterprises have been complimented
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ready to pay in sufficient mouey to carry on the building and
construction of the bridge?

Mr. MIANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, ADAMSON. I will answer that. Answering that, Mr.
Speaker, the distingnished gentleman from New York did show
me a letter from a great and learned man expressing opinions
as to what they would be able to do after this autbority is
grauted. -

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. XNo: his absolute assurances.

Mr, ADAMSON. I have also had letters from the mayor
and other men also making these same promises and reasoning
as to what they would be able to do in the market after the
authorization was granted. I have written to every single one
of them to the effect that “ if one of your numerous money kings
of New York shall write me saying that the money shall be
forthcoming you will secure the passage of these bills.”

AMr. GOLDFOGLE. The gentleman from Georgia, I hope, will
concede that the gentleman I referred to as having written the
letter I showed him is a highly reputable citizen of high stand-
ing in our community.

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes; but he did not say the money was
ready, but thought it could be raised.

AMr, GOLDFOGLE. Yes; he said the money was ready.

Mr. MANN, Does not the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
ApamsoN] remember, having served on the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce for many years with me, that
when he and I first served on that committee we heard the same
roseate representations as to the prospect of the next 10 years
in the history of this bridge after the first 10 years were about
to ron out?

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes. I not only remember that, but I re-
member that President McKinley called an extra session of Con-
gress at that time, so that the gentleman from Illinois and I, as
we had just been first elected, could show to the publie the benefit
of our service [laughter], and a picture of that bridge was then
hung in our committee room, and it is hanging there yet.

I want to be honest with this House, and I want to say that
those gentlemen have not shown to us that there is money in
readiness to be paid out. If it is their desire to be licensed to
go out fishing for capital, I do not want them to have a monop-
oly; 1 want them to have competition.

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I just want to get into this
frightfully turbulent discussion one word edgewise. [Laughter.]

Mr. ADAMSON, It is good-humored. We are giving the gen-
tleman some good jokes. [Laughter.]

Mr. HAMILI. I am thoroughly convinced of the necessity of
building a bridge acress the North River, and for no other
reason than that the present tunnel under the North River is
inadequate for carrying freight across the river through the
tunnels to the terminal in New York, but, as I stated, the rights
which we might grant by this charter may possibly conflict
with rights conferred on the joint commission formed by the
Legislatures of New York and New Jersey, and it is because
of that that I am objecting at this time to the consideration of
this bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. COX. I object.

Mr. HAMILL. Yes; I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from XNew Jersey [Mr.
Hawmirn] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] both ob-
ject. The bill is stricken from the calendar., The Clerk will
report the next one.

NEW YORK & NEW JERSEY BRIDGE COMPAXNIES,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (8. 5639) to supplement and amend an act entitled
“An act to authorize the New York & New Jersey Bridge
Cos. to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hud-
son River between New York City and the State of New
Jersey,” approved June 7, 1804,

The Clerk read the title of the bill. .

AMr. AYRES., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be passed without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Avyres]
asks unanimous consent to pass this bill without prejudice. 1Is
there objection?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Reserving the right to object——

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, let me ask the
gentleman what possible good will it do to keep this bill on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar, occupying a little space there,
when the gentleman knows that the bill can not pass on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar?

Mr. AYRES. If the gentleman states that to be true, I will
not ask it.

Mr. MANN. It is true if I live,

Alr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this bill and the preceding
one must go together,

The SPEAKER. Is there objeciion?

Alr. GOLDFOGLE, Mr. FITZGERALD, and Mr. HAMILL
objected.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be stricken from the Calendar
for Unanimous Consent, and the clerk will report the next bill

LARD .IN EKANSAS CITY, KANS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (S. 3052) for the purpose of repealing so much of
an act making appropriations for the current and contingent
expeuses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipula-
tions with various Indians located in Kansas City, Kans, pro-
viding for the sale of a tract of land located in Kansas City,
Kans., reserved for a public burial ground under a treaty made
and concluded with the Wyandotte Tribe of Indians on the 31st
day of January, 1855 (said section of said act relating to the
sale of said land), be, and the same is hereby, repealed.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That so much of an act making appropriations for
the eurrent and conti t expenses of the Indian t, for
fulfilling treaty ulations w various Indian tribes, and for other
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, :‘fprﬂfed June 21,
1906, providing for the sale of a tract of land located in Kansas City,
Kans., rese for a public burial ground under a treaty made and
concluded with the Wyandotte Tribe of Indians on the 31st day of
:humu"y;é 1855 (sald section of sald act relating to the sale of said
land), be, and the same is hereby, repealed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Taceart] desires to offer an amendment to
this bill. i

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to re-
move an objection that was made to this bill by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] when the bill was considered on a
former occasion.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his amendment.

Mr. TAGGART. I send the amendment to the Clerk’s deslk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out all the words in line 3, page 2, after the word “six,” and
all of lines 4, 5, 8, and 7, and the words “ relating to the sale of sald
land,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“That the Secretarf of the Interior is hereby authorized to sell and
convey, under such rules and regulations as he may tprescr‘lbe. the tract
of land located in Kansas City, Kans.,, reserved for a public burial
ground under a treaty made and concluded with the Wyandotte Tribe
of Indians on the 31st day of Jaouary, 1855. And au:lxl:m-il;g1 is hereb
conferred upon the Secretary of the Interior to provide for the removy
of the remains of persons interred in burial ground and their rein-
terment in the Wyandotte Cemetery at Quindaro, Kans., and to pur-
chase and put in place appropriate monuments over the remains rein-
terred in the Quindaro Cemetery. And after the payment of the costs
of such removal, as above specified, and the costs incldent to the sale
of said land, and also after the pcfment to any of the Wyandotte peo-
ple, or their legal heirs, of claims for losses sustained by reason of the
purchase of the alleged ri&hts of the Wyandotte Tribe in a eertain ferry
named in sald treaty, if, the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior,
such claims or any of them are just and equitable, without regard to
the statutes of limitation, the resldue of the money derived from said
sale shall be paid per capita to the members of the Wyandotte Tribe of
Indians who were parties to said treaty, their heirs, or legal repre-
sentatives.”

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. There was a further amend-
ment intended to be included.

Mr. TAGGART. It was intended to include the words “as
reads as follows ™ before the words proposed to be inserted.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will make
that modification.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if this amend-
ment changes the purpose of the bill, or does it simply change
the verbiage of the bill?

AMr. TAGGART. It simply makes the intention of the bill
definite and certain, leaving no doubt as to what is repealed
and what the intention of the bill is.

Mr. FERRIS. Does it accomplish for these Indian women
what the gentleman hopes to accomplish?

Mr, TAGGART. It accomplishes precisely what they have de-
manded and what was the evident intention of the Senate in
passing the bill, inasmuch as this paragraph is contained on
page 2 of the report accompanying the bill.

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Taceart]
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAxx] had a conversa-
tion about it last week, and the gentleman from Illinois was of
the opinion at that time that the bill, in fact, did not accom-
plish anything, I think.

Mr. MANN. It repealed a great deal that the gentleman did
not wish repealed. Now the gentleman in his amendment re-
cites the langunge he wishes to repeal.
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Mr. FERRIS. The trouble about it was that the amendment
was so long I could not exactly cateh it.

Mr. TAGGART. That is the language of the paragraph that is
sought to be repealed. I did not draw the bill and had no share
nor part in it.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the additional lan-
guage that the gentleman wishes to put in the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

As reads as follows.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill as amended.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “An act repealing the
provision of the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1007, authorizing the sale of a tract of land
reserved for a burial ground for the Wyandotte Tribe of
Indians in Kansas City, Kans.”

CONVYEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS TO THE STATE OF TEXAS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 27875) authorizing the President to convey
certain lands to the State of Texas.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the President of the United States be, and he
is, in his discretion, hereby, authorized to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to convey to the State of Texas, for the use of the State
experimental station in connection with the agricultural research and
demonstration work, such portions of the old Fort Brown Military
Reservation as he may deem advisable : Provided, That should the State
of Texas fail or refuse to use the property herein authorized to be
conveyed for the purposes above set out, it shall revert to the United
States and become a part of the public domain thereof.

With the following amendment recommended by the com-
mittee : :

Amend, by adding after the word * authorized,” in line 4, the words
“in his diseretion, to direct the Secretary of the Interior.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask the gentleman from Texas how much land is involved in
this tract.

Mr. GARNER. The Agricultural Department has requested
280 acres. My understanding is that the buildings occupy about
40 acres, and there is about 320 acres in the tract.

Mr. MANN. The intention is to turn over the entire 320
acres?

Mr. GARNER. No; the intention is to convey that portion
of the land set out in the President’s order of June 12, 1012,
which is set out by metes and bounds.

Mr, MANN, The Government is now maintaining an experi-
ment station on the land?

Mr. GARNER. Yes,

Mr. MANN. If it is turned over to the State of Texas the
Stite will maintain it and partially relieve the Government from
the expense of its further maintenance? '

Mr. GARNER. The Government intends to cooperate with
the State of Texas.

Mr. MANN. The bill provides that should the State of Texas
fail or refuse to use the property herein authorized to be con-
veyed for the purposes above set ouf, it shall revert to the
United States. Does that mean fail or refuse at any time?

Mr. GARNER. I suppose so.

Mr. MANN. Then, why not say so?

Mr. GARNER. Well, this is the usual clause that is put in
every bill. I do not want the property used for any purpose
except what the bill says it shall be used for.

Mr. MANN. The last part of the proviso is that if it is not so
used it shall revert to the United States and become a part of
the public domain thereof. If it became a part of the public
domain, would it be subject to entry in any shape? Why not
say that it shall revert to the United States?

Mr. GARNER. I care nothing about it; it is a part of the
public domain of the United States now. It was transferred
from the War Department to the Inferior Department some
months ago.

Mr. MANN. In one sense it is a part of the public domain,
and if so, it does not need to recite it here,

Mr., SISSON. Will the gentleman from Texas yield?

Mr. GARNER. Yes.

l\:&.ﬂSISSON. Does the gentleman know what this land is
wo g

Mr. GARNER. T do not know that I ean state to the gentle-
man with any degree of accuracy the value of the land. If it is
land subject to irrigation from the Rio Grande, it would be
worth $100 an acre., If it is not subject to irrigation, I should
think $10 or $25 an acre wonld be all that it was worth,

Mr. SISSON.
ment paid for it?

Mr. GARNER. I have no idea. It is an old fort, over 60
years old, and it is right on the edge of Brownsville,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman expect the United
g%a:ei to give Texas all of the military reservations in that

ate?

Mr, MANN. Not all at once. [Laughter.]

Mr. GARNER. Speaking for myself, I have an idea about
what ought to be done with these abandoned posts. I may as
well state my own personal views about it now. If the infor-
mation I get is correct, and especially applied to these two posts
that were spoken of, they ought to be used for public purposes,
and I will tell the gentleman why. You can not possibly sell
these houses at the post the gentleman referred to a moment
ago at Fort Clark, Tex., for 10 per cent of the value that they
could be put to for public purposes, such as a tuberculosis sani-
tarinm.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is willing to make one agree-
ment, I suppose, that as long as he is here he will not ask for
;nor}e than two forts to be turned over in any one year? [Laugh-

er.

Mr. GARNER.
my part.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas if it is the in-
tention of the department fo go ahead and do the same amount
of work on this reservation that it is now doing?

Mr. GARNER. It will cooperate with the State.

Mr. FOSTER. Or is it the infention that the National Gov-
ernment shall withdraw its support from this particular tract
of land?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. FosteR] that there is now before the Legislature
of Texas a proposition for an appropriation of $25,000, and I
have information from the chairman of the finance committee
of the senate, as well as from members of the house of repre-
sentatives, that if this bill goes through $25,000 to continue this
work there will be appropriated by the Texas Legislature. It
is my understanding from Dr. Galloway that the United States
Government will cooperate, but to what extent or in what
manner I am not informed; but it is the policy of his depart-
ment to encourage the States as much as possible to do this
work under their supervision and suggestion.

Mr. FOSTER. Would the gentleman from Texas bas willing
to put in an amendment providing that the National Govern-
ment should not expend any more money on this particular
tract ?

Mr. GARNER. I should think it would be very unwise to
prohibit the National Government from cooperating with the
State in a situation of this kind.

Mr. FOSTER. Would the gentleman be willing to provide
that the State must appropriate not less than $£25,000 before
this transfer is made?

Mr. GARNER. 1 think that would be an undesirable provi-
sion. The question here is simply whether or not the Agricul-
tural Department shall continue to appropriate $20,000 each
year to keep up this garden, as it does in California and in
Florida—there are three of them in the United States—or
whether it will permit the State of Texas through its legis-
lature to carry on this work under the supervision and instrue-
tion of the Agricultural Department.

Mr. FOSTER. If the State of Texas is going to do that, I do
not see any particular objection to the bill.

Mr. GARNER. My information is that they are making an
effort. It does not lie within the power of any man to foretell
the acts of the Legislature of the State of Texas or the acts of
the Congress of the United States.

Mr. FOSTER. This may help them fo get the appropriation.

Mr. GARNER. 1 think when this bill becomes a law it will
be an incentive.

Mr. FOSTER. Then the gentleman thinks it would not bhe
wise to provide either one of these conditions. Would it not be
well to lease this to the State of Texas?

Mr. GARNER. I do not understand this is anything more
than a perpetual lease. If the State falls to use this for any
other purpose than that for which it is conveyed, it will revert
to the United States.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, does not my colleague think we
ean afford to give any State in the Union some land to carry
on experimental work in preference to giving it the money out
of the Federal Treasury?

Does the gentleman know what the Govern-

I think that would be fair and liberal on
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Mr. FOSTER. My colleagne prebably was net in the Chamber
at the moment I asked the gentleman from Texas if he would
be willing te have an amendment inserted providing that the
Government should not expend any more money there.

Mr. MANN. Obh, but the Government may wish fo make some
experiments there itself, buf meanwhile the State of Texas has
to earry on this experimental werk now being ecarried en ex-
clusively by the United States, and if the State fails to do that
the property goes back to the United States Government.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think that under the terms of this
bill there is any reason for the National Gevernment not ex-
pending the same amount of money in the foture as in the past.

Mr. MANN. Even if it does, the State of Texas will have te
spend most of the money.

Mr. FOSTER. I will ask the gentleman from Texas, then,
if he is willing to put in a provision that the State of Texas
this year shall appropriate $25,000, which the gentleman from
Texas thinks it is going to do.

AMr. MANN. I know, but the genileman from Texas objects
to that as a matter of courtesy between legislative bedies.
[Launghter.]

Mr. FOSTER.
of Texas.

AMr. MANN. Does not my colleague think that if we can work
the State of Texas into this that we ought to do it?

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, yes

Mr., SHERLEY. Does the genileman from Illinois think that
we will ever be suceessful, through a member of the Texas dele-
gation, in working the State of Texas for anything?

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; we worked them last year for a tuber-
culosis sanitarinm.

Mr. SHERLEY,
property.

Mr. MANN. We worked them for a sanitarium, or sana-
torium: I have forgotten which it was in this case.

AMr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, in view of the gentleman's ex-
planation, as good as he is able to make, and his plea for the
State of Texas, I shall not object.

The SPEAKER.
C'hair hears none.
AMr. GARNER.

ments,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 3, after the word *“Is,”” at the end of the line, insert the
words “in his discretion.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 4, after the word ‘‘authorized,” insert the words “to
direct the Seecretary of the Interior.”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, in line 9, by in-
rerting, after the word * Texas,” the words “ at any time.”

The SPEAKHR. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line 9, after the word *“ Texas,” insert the words “at any
time.’

The question was taken, and ithe amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend, page 2, lines 2
and 3, by striking out “ and beeome a part of the public domain
thereof.”

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, lines 2 and 3, strike out the words “and hecome a part of
the public domaln thereof.’”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The hill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. GARNER, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

AMERICAN COMMISSION FOR INVESTIGATION OF RURAL CREDITS IN
EUROPE.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was 8. J. Res. 132, providing for an American commission for
the investigation of rural credits in Europe.

The Clerk read as follows:

Whereas the Department of State of the United States detailed,Lg&g::
the appllcat!on of the Southern €ommercial Cong'ress David y
American delegate to the International Institute o culture, Rome,
Italy, to direct a conference on agricultural finance, held
auspices of the Southern
April 1 to 6; and

It may be a matter of economy to the State

And they weorked us for a lot of valuable

Mr. Speaker, there are committee amend-

under
Commercial Congress In ﬁuh‘ﬂlle, Tenn.,

Yhereas 27 States were represented through delegates in the confer-

ence ; and
Whereas regolutions were unanimously adopted providing for an American
commission to go abroad for the Investigation eof rural eredits in

Europe ; and

Is there objection? [After a pause.] The |

Whereas the Southern Coeommercial Congress will send the commission
abread, cem of delegates from all States of the United Btates, to
report to the Intermational Institute of Agriculture (which under
treaty is supperted by the Gevernment of the Unlted States), at the
time of the meeting of the General Assembly of the International
Institute of Agriculture, May, 1913 : Therefore be it
Resolved, ete., That the Congress of the United States, in recognil-

tion of the valuable service to be rendered the United States in the

Investigation of the European systems of agricultural finance, hereby

ind the proposed American commission and invekes for it the

diplomatic consideration of the conntries to be inmcluded in the itinerary.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet, I
would like to ask some gentleman upon what theory is the
committee proceeding in having Congress interfere in diplomatic
relations directly ?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this resolution has passed
the Senate unanimously and has been reported unanimously by
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. It does not call for a dol-
lar's expenditure on the part of the United States Government.
It is an effort on the part of certain persons to begin at their
own expense a cooperative study of certain questions affecting
the agricultural prosperity in the United States, and they would
like to have an opporfunity to do so under the most favorable
circumstances, and therefore are asking from Congress an offi-
cial recognition of the project and seeking to obtain certain
diplomatic courtesies from Governments in Europe. Now, Mr.
Speaker, this question has been referred to the President of the
United States, and I shall ask permission to insert in the REc-
orD as a part of my remarks the remarks which President Taft
made at a dinner held here in Washington a few days ago spe-
cifically indorsing this particular preject amd this particular
inguiry. I shall ask also, witheut taking the time to read it, Mr.
Speaker, to insert in the Recorp a letter which Sir Horace
Plunkett, a member of the British Parliament, wrote to Gov.
Woodrow Wilson, calling his attention te this particular com-
mission and the scope of it, and asking him to express his ap-
proval or disapproval. I will insert his reply, and at this peint
I should like te read the letter which Gov. Wilson wrote in reply
specifically indorsing this project.

The letter is as follows:

BTATE 0F NEW JERSEY, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMEXT,
Januwary 30, 1913,

Hon. Duxcax U. Frercuer, Washington, D. O,

Alr DeAr S8gxaTer: The inclosed letter from Sir Horace Plunkett will
explain itself. I had a long talk with Bir Horace the other day, and I
write now, as he suggests, to tell you that the proposed enlargement of
the scope of inquiry by the commission which is to visif Burepe has my
entire and co 1 approval. I think there are few safer guides than
Sir Horace Plunkett.

Cordially and sincerely, yours,
WOODROW WILSON.

So this, Mr. Speaker, is a movement which has not only the
indorsement of President Taft but that of President Elect
Wilson.

Mr. BATHRICK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure.

Mr. BATHRICK. Do I understand the gentleman to say that
the project of farm ecredits, or the proposed commission to in-
vestigate farm credits, has the indorsement of Woodrow Wilson?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The proposed commission and its visit
to Eunrope is what he referred to.

I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, also resolutions of indorse-
ment that were passed by the American Association of Com-
mercial Executives, by the Farmers' National Congress, by the
National Grange, by the Chambers of Commerce of the United
States, and by the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union
of America, which I will ask also to insert as a part of my
remarks.

Now, Mr. Speaker, without arguing this question further, I
desire to say when this commission was preposed it was pri-
marily to study the European sysiem of agricultural credits.
And it was to be composed of delegates, two from each State of
the Unien, to go at their own expense, or at the expense of the
local organization nominating them. There have been accept-
ances from practically every State in the Union and from cer-
tain Provinces in Canada. But since that time there has been
a change made in the purposes of the commission which greatly
enlarges the scope of it

Mr. KINDRED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure.

Mr. KINDRED. Does this bill carry with it any appropria-

mn?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It does not carry a dollar of appro-
priation. That is probably the only mistake that has been made
in this movement. When ihe immigration question reached Con-
gress an apprepriation of hundreds of thousands of dollars was
made to send a commission abroad to study that question, but

the farmers of the country, recognizing the fact that this move-
" ment is essentially a cooperative matter, and that it is a ques-
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tion with which the National Government properly has very
little to do, assumed the initiative and proposed to study it at
their own expense, and all that they are asking of Congress is
that this activity shall have the recognition of Congress, and
thereby assure the diplomatie courtesies of the European coun-
tries which it is proposed to visit.

Now, as I said, Mr. Speaker, there has been a change and en-
largement in the scope of this inguiry which makes it a study
more particularly of the cooperative methods of farmers them-
selves, as related to the whole branch of agricultural produc-
tion and agricultural distribution, rather than to the one ques-
tion of agricultural credit; and if it is carried ont it will be an
Ameriean esinmizsion to inquire into the organization of agri-
cnltural business in Europe. The inguiry will embrace an ex-
amination of the methods employed by the progressive agricul-
tural communities in production and marketing and in the
financing and all gimilar operations. Special note will be taken
first of the parts played, respectively, in the promotion of agri-
culture by the Government and by volunteer organizations of
the agricultural classes; second, the application of the coopera-
tive system to agricultural production, distribution, and finance;
third, the effect of cooperative action upon social conditions
in-rural connunities; fourth, relation of the cost of living to
the business organization of the food-producing classes.

Mr., SISSON. Will the gentleman yield a moment?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Certainly.

Mr, SISSON. I want to state to the genfleman that T am in
sympathy with the movement that is on foot to establish a
proper system of agricultural eredits. Ilow will the personnel
of this commission be selected? 4

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It is to be selected by recommenda-
tion from governors of the Siates, so far as the governors may
make nominations; also by responsgible commercial bodies of the
States and by invitations extended by the Southern Commer-
cinl Congress and accepted by representative individuals who
are willing to pay their own expenses.

Mpr. SISSON, What I am endeavoring to arrive at is what
part the different farmers’ organizations will have, through-
out the respective sections of the country, to do with the selec-
tion of these delegates, :

Mr. MOSS of Indiana., Farmers’ organizations have the same
right as commercial organizations to select delegates, provided
they pay the expense.

Mr. SISSON. Of conrse, the gentleman appreciates the valune
of the report depends largely on the character of this commis-
sion. If the commission is of a character in sympathy with
this moyvement, you wonld get recommendations which might
result- in a great deal of good, and information that might re-
sult in a great deal of good; but if it should be made up of
men who might take a different view of the situation we might
get the very information we do not want,

Mr, MOSS of Indiaua., There are at present, Mr. Speaker,
more than 60 acceptances.

Mr. SISSON. Can the gentleman give me any information
in a general way, about who these men are?

Mr. MOSS of Indinna. I have said, Mr. Speaker, that T do
not have the personnel; but the governors of cerfain States,
and wore particularly of the Southern States, have made nomi-
nations, and where the governor of any State nominates two
delegates they are recognized as the official delegates. I think
that in most of the Southern States the governors have made
nominations; but as to some of them I am not sure.

Mr, BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to say in
answer to his guestion, that I know the gentleman selected
from iy State, Mr. Harvey Jordan, who was at one time presi-
dent of the Cotton Growers' Association. That is the character
of the selection from my State. I know he was selected for
that purpose by those authorized to select him. There was no
economy in seleetion, so far as he is concerned.

Mr. SISSON. The gentleman states that this is to be without
¢xpense to the Iederal Government?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Absolutely.

AMr. SISSON. Now, in the event these gentlemen accept the
appointment and go on this commission, there will be no pur-
pose on their part to ask Congress to defray any expenses they
might incur? :

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Absolutely none.

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentfleman yield?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure.

Mr. BATHRICK. 1 desire to ask whether any farm organ-
izaitions have been requested officially to name any person on
this commnission?

AMr. MOSS of Indiann. That I can not say, specifically, Mr,
Speaker, hecause T have not that information. But I do know
that any farm organization that nominates a delegate and pro-

vides for his expenses is welcome to have that delegate go with
the commission. Members of this House and Members of the
Senate have also accepted and are to be members of this com-
mission,

Mr. BATHRICK. Another question, please. I am entirely
in sympathy with any method of investigation looking to the
ascertainment of facts respecting a farm credit system. Does
not the gentleman think that it will hasten legislation or action
in some direction toward gefting a farm credit system if this
commission were asked to report at an early date?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I will state in regard to that, Mr.
Speaker, that I do not regard this question as requiring national
legislation. I believe that this is a question of purely State
legislation, and in no sense of the word will it come within the
purview of national legislation. That is my view of the matter.

Mr. BATHRICK. 1 believe that the gentleman will ascertain
himself later that it is a matter of national legislation and that
it will be considered.

Mr. MOSS of Indiann. This only emphasizes that this is a
question requiring considerable thought and study, and this is
the first systematized and organized effort which has been made
in the United States to study if.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Myr. MANN. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. BURKE of I'eunsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yleld?

The SPEAKER. Does the genfleman yield?

Mr, MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman stated that the
present Chief Executive had indorsed this. Did he indorse this
1esolution, or did he indorse the Southern Commercial Con-
gress? What is the expression?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. 1 will say to the gentleman that the
Southern Commercial Congress gave a dinner here in the city
at which Sir Horace Plunkett was a guest and at which Presi-
dent Taft himself was a guest, and that I'resident Taft, dis-
cussing this matter, used these words:

The subject of credits and the necessity for improving the method of
the svcurinf of better credit for the farmers is one that I have dis-
cussed ; taking much of it on eredit, beéeause I have not had the personal
experience that justifies me in speaking with any authority. The resalts
that we bhave seen in Germany and in France and other countries—
doubtless in Ireland—makes me think that we wounld be without our
usual willingness to adapt anything good that we see unless we take
up this subject. study it, as yon propose to study it, through your com-
mission, and then adapt it to the States in so far as it may be adapted
to our civilization and our people.

It was specificaliy, Mr. Speaker, an indorsement of this par-
ticular commission and its method of going to Europe and mak-
ing this study.

Mr. BURKE of Penusgylvania. Has either the President or
Alr. Wilson or the chambers of commerce of the United States
particularly indorsed this particular provision that the Congress
of the United States invokes for it the diplomatic consideration
of the countries to be included in the itinerary? Has anybody
holding any official position indorsed that particular proposition?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Why, Mr. Speaker, I do not think it
woulil be necessary for the I'resident of the United States or
any incoming President of the United States to petition Con-
gress to extend a courtesy to a group of representative Ameri-
can citizens, comprising from 60 to 100, who are going abroad
to spend G0 days, at their own expense, in a study that must be
prosecuted in European countries. This is a request for an offi-
cial recognition by Congress in order that European countries
which they are going to visit may extend every opportunity to
prosecute their studies, with the understanding that they are
to meet their own expenses and to make reports to the States
and organizations which send them.

AMr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know of
anything by which Congress dirvectly invoked the diplomatic
consideration of other countries?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I know of no precedent, but if a prece-
dent is wanting I favor making it.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Would it not be a bad one——

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. That is a maftter about which there
may be a difference of opinion—-—

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania (continuing). To set aside all
the traditions and all the practices of a well-ordered govern-
ment? ¢

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I should like to say that my service
in the House has been very short, and I came here from the
farm. Therefore I have not had large opportunity of studying
the precedents of Congress, So I can not answer the gentle-
man’s question more fully; but I will say that I can see no im-
propriety whatever in the Congress of {he United States giving
official recognition to a body of representative American citi-

Mr. Speaker——
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zens who #re going abroad fo study a question that has been

by every national platform that has been writien in
the past campaigns and to carry out a mission which has been
specifically indorsed by the President of the United States and
by the man who in four weeks will be President of the United
States. More than that, the question of the high cost of living
is one, I think, that is being discussed as generally as any other
question before the people. The President of the United States
within a week has said that the American Nation are at a point
where they will soon be importing food to feed the American
people. The Government, both State and National, lshap-ending
large and ever-increasing sums in agricultural educa on. Yet
consumption steadily gains on production. The farmer under
present conditions sells his producis to the middlemen, who in
turn become the purveyors of our population. The official re-
ports of the Secretary of Agriculture disclose that the middle-
man increases the average price 65 per cent to the consumer.
In many instances the producer sells at a loss, while the con-
sumer pays an extortionate price, with only the middleman mak-
ing a profit. Under these circmunstances it seems to me that
Congress should not hesitate to take this action.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think one point that is in
the minds of a good many of us here is why the Government
should undertake to commend a body of men over whose selec-
tion it has no control. In other words, you are asking Congress’
to give an unusual letter of credit to a group of men the per-
sonnel of which we know nothing about. Now, if it is so im-
portant that the Government itself should ask other Govern-
ments to consider representatives from this country, ought not
the Government, as a Government, fo select those representa-
tives? And when has the State become so obscure that the
accredited representatives from a State need an additional
indorsement in order to receive consideration abroad?

Mr, MOSS of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, that is a question Lhat
goes to every man in his representative capacity, and will have
to be answered by each one upon his own responsibility. It is
a question that I am not here to answer, only for myself and to
my constituents.

Mr. SHERLEY.. But it is proposed that Congress shall ask
consideration for them abroad.

AMr. MOSS of Indiana. This matter has passed the Senate
unanimonsly.

AMr. SHERLEY.
mously,

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It has received the approval of the
I'resident and of the incoming President.

A great many things pass the Senate unani-

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
My, MOSS of Indiana. Certainly.
Mr. MANN. If consideration is given for this resolution, does

the gentleman intend to offer any amendment to if, or to pass
it as it is?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. To pass It as it is.

Mr. MANN. Who appoints these delegates?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. They are to be am)olnted in large
part, by the governors of the States.

Mr., MANN. The resolution says the Southern Commercial
Congress will send the commission abroad.

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The Southern Commercial Congress
initiated the movement and is in nominal control only,

Mr. MANN. Is that the faet, or is it not?

Mr, MOSS of Indiana., This commisgion received itg initia-
tive from the Southern Commercial Congress, but the Southern
Commercial Congress is asking the governors of the States and
other authorities to make the nominations.

Mr. MANN. That may be, but does the Southern Commercial
Congress intend to name the men? The resolution says “ dele-
gates from all the States,” Is it necessary before they go abroad
that there shall be delegates from each State?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Neo, sir; that is not necessary. It
is an opportunity for all of the States to send delegates.

Mr. MANN. Then the resolution is mot accurate in that
respect, because it says “ delegates from all the States.”

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I know there have been acceptances
to the mnumber of more than 60 of these delegates, but no
man can tell to-day whether there will actually be representa-
tives from every State,

Mr. MANN. That is what I thought. Therefore it seems to
me improper to recite it in the resolution, which may be pre-
sented to somebody, when it may not be true. Now, is it
expected that the Southern Commercial Congress will pay the
expenses of these delegates or that they will pay those expenses
themselves?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana, Xither the delegates personally or
the organization nominating them.

Mr. MANN. I suppose that is so, but which is it?
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Mr. MOSS of Indiana,
the other.

Mr. MANN. Do I understand that the Southern Commercial
Congress makes a discrimination and will pay the expenses of
some, but will not pay the expenses of others?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Southern Con-
gress does not pay the expenses of any of the delegates.

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that they
did. It is understood, then, that these gentlemen go abroad at
their own expense? » :

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Absolute!v 0. ;

Mr. MANN. And they are expected to study the subject of
rural eredits and report to whom?

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Their report, Mr. Speaker., will be
to the organization appointing them. :

Mr. MANN. That is not what the resolution says. *

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. These gentlemen will go back fto
their respective communities to discuss this question and
awaken public interest, thus taking the first steps toward se-
curing practical cooperation among the farmers of the country.

Mr. MANN. This says that the commission shall report to
fhe International Instllute of Agrlwlture at Rome at its
meeting in May. +%n- wae -t

Mr. MOSS of Indluna The word “ report ” there means that
mif shall convene at Rome to begin their labors.

r. MANN. I think not. =¥

Mr., MOSS of Indiana. That is the meaning of it.

Mr. MANN. I think that is not the meaning of it anda not
the intention of the resolution, in my opinion. Now, if the pur-
pose is to send a letter to this agricultural institute at Rome,
commending to the institution a lot of gentlemen who want to
make a visit abroad, that is one thing; but the resolution says
they are to report to the International Institute of Agriculture
in May, 1913. ; 5 o

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The word “report” means that they
are to arrive at Rome at that time and start on their tour.

Mr, MANN. What will they do with the resolution if passed:
present it to the institute and say, * Gentlemen, we are here;
look at it”? To whom will they present the resolution? It is
safe to say that the nations abroad are not waiting with bated
breaih to know whether this resolution passes; they do not know
that it is in existence. Suppose it does pass, what will be done
with it, as o matter of fact? Will it be presented to somebody
abroad? I take it that they will not walk up to the Parliament
of England and say, “ Here is a resolution; give us seats in the
gallery.” Will they present it to the prime minister? It will
be rather an unusual thing to pass a resolution to be presented
to an administrative officer of a foreign government. It would
be rather an unusual thing for the administrative body abroad
to pay any attention to a legislative resolution passed here,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to be stated here
that the question of rural credits in Europe is one that has
recelved a great deal of consideration here. While T have no
objection to this resolution, it seems to me that the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MAxNN] has pointed out some of the reasons
why it certainly could not be of any great consequence.

Now, there was a resolution on this subject which passed the
Senate. There have been two resolutions to the same effect
introduced in this House that provided for the study of the
European agricultural credit system by a commission of five
American citizens that should be appointed by the President:
and I think the resolutions, or some of them, provided that the
appointment should be confirmed by the Senate and that their
expenses should be paid; and I think also these resolutions
provided that a salary should be paid to them while making the
study, and providing a time in which they should report to
Congress the conclusions which they reached.

1t seems to me that the question is one well worthy of serious
and careful study. I do not have much faith in this proposed
resolution. I have no objection to it, but I do not believe it
will accomplish much. While nobody could object to anyone
going over and studying as they please, yet if we want to get
something upon which to base National or State legislation from
a study of this question, it ought to be made, it seems to me,
by men who are named either by Congress or by the President,
and whose duty it will be to make a report; and then we ought
to pay their expenses and also for their time in order that the
appointing power may not be confined only to men who are
sufficiently wealthy to bear their own expenses. We should not
confine it only to the wealthy.

It seems to me before the final consideration of this particu-
lar resolution it ought to be known to the House that the kind -
of resolution that I have indicated has passed the Senate and
is before the Committee on Agriculture of tlhis House: that this
committee has given several hearings on the subject, and has

In some instances one and in some
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heard men from different parts of the United States as well as
Members of Congress on the guestion; that we ought not to de-
ceive ourselves into the idea that by passing this resolution we
are going to aceomplish anything of particular merit. While I
shall not object to it, I am perfectly willing that these men
should go and study as they please, but I do not want somebody
afterwards, if a resolution should be reported by the Agricul-
tural Committee, to say that it had already been passed upon
and that this was sufficient. I want investigation made of the
rural credit systems of Europe. The farmers of our country
have to pay too high a rate of interest when they borrow
money, They have the best security in the world and ought to
be able to borrow money at a much lower rate. The farmers of
Europe by a system of cooperation have been able to get money
as low, if not lower, than business men. I would like to send a
commission of farmers to Europe to study the subject with a,
view of applying it here. We sent a commission over there to
study banking in a commercial gense, why not let the farmers
have a commission of their own number to study rural or
farmers’ cooperative banks? =~ |

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NORRIS, Certainly. -

Mr. BATHRICK. The gentlemnn concedes tlmt the passing

of this resolution, with the assistance given officially to these
gentlemen who propose to go abroad and discuss and investigate
this subject at their own expense, is not going to do any ]mrm,
but may result in good. Asas—., = "4 e N
<o Mr. NORRIS. That may be, and I ghall not object, but I do
not believe that the resolution will result in much good, for the
several reasons that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
has indicated, and that I have tried to point out myself. If
we desire fo study this question then we ought to provide in our
resolution for a method of selection of the men who shall make
up the commission, and provide that they shall make a report,
and then we ought to pay them for their work. We ought not
to confine the investigation to men who are wealthy enough
to pay their own expenses.
» Mr. MANN. AMr. Speaker, in additlon to what the gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] has said, we have a great many
consular representatives abroad. We have a number of general
consular representatives and we have some commercial agents
abroad, any one of whom is qualified to make a study of this
subject. It is not so difficult to study, so far as that is con-
cerned, ns far as the facts are concerned. It is easy to ascer-
tain the facts concerning these rural banks abroad. The diffi-
culty is in applying those facts to the situation in our own
country. I do not see how anybody can allow this resolution
to pass and then object to similar legislation that may be asked
by the ladies’ sewing society or some other society anywhere
throughout the land that wishes to send abroad members to
stndy some particular subject, and asks Congress to pass a
resolution granting or anklng diplomatic courtesies to their
delegates.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker. can not these gentlemen go
abroad without legislation? -

Mr. MANN. They can not only go without legislation if they
have the money, but they can obtain from the Secretary of
State a special letter commending them to all of the diplomatic
officials of the United States abroad, and thereby obtain an in-
troduction with commendatory words to the respective admin-
istrative officers abroad.

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that in
line 7 on page 2 this resolution seeks to command the officers
of foreign Governments.

Mr. MANN. It must be addressed to the administrative and
executive officers abroad through the legislatlve branch oi.' this
country.

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, just a word. a.nd then
we will pass the matter, whether it be objected to or not. In
regard to what the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] has
said, there will be no objection on my part, and I believe upon
the part of no one associated with these men, to the Government
of the United States appointing a commission and paying them
salaries and their expenses, if the Government cares to do it
There are, however, a great many consular officers, as has been
said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], and other paid
officials of the United States stationed abroad, and it seems to
me this body of men has the right to be commended to their
good offices as well as to similar courtesies upon the part of
foreign Governments.

As regards the resolution referred to by the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] there is this objection to that. The
men who are behind this proposition are the pioneers who pro-
posed this question of going abroad. It is they who have awak-
ened public interest and have gotten to the point where there
are at least 25 or 30 States willing to appoint delegates and pay

-

their expenses. Naturally there are gentlemen wh?wou]d like
to get on the pay roll of the United States Government, and
take advantage of the popularity that has been created on this
particular subject. They propose that a commission shall be
appointed to go abroad on a junket, having their expenses paid
out of the Treasury of the United States as well as their sala-
ries. It seems to me that is a very poor reason for objecting to
this voluntary commission and for this attempt to prevent these
gentlemen receiving the diplomatie courtesy of European Gov-
ernments and the ordinary courtesy of the Congress of the
United States. Gov. Wilson has truly sald that it is difficult
for the commion people to be heard at Washington and that a
few men are ready to act as gunardians for the Nation, but I
doubt if the governor anticipated that an objection would be
made on the floor of this House to a recognition of a volun-
tary commission to go abroad at private expense, under the
guidance and with the fellowship of a distinguished member of
the British Parliament, to study a question of supreme impor-
tance to every citizen of the Nation.

« Tae SouTHERN COMMERCIAL CONGRESS
b dee——a et s e oo Southern Building, Wa.shmgtm‘b 0.
THE AMERICAN COMMISSION TO INQUIRE INTO THE OBGANIZATION OF
Ty AGRICULTURAL BUSINESS 1IN EUROPE.

v i me=<' GENERAL INSTRUCTION TO THE COMMISSION.

* The Inquiry will embrace an examination of the methods employed b,
Progesslve nrricultuni communities in productinn and marketing an

o t & 11 ?
note w!
ﬁﬁ respecti\rely. !n the glromotion of agriculture
hf the Governments nnd ¥y voluntary organizations of the agricaltural

rst. The parts p
Second. The applieation of the cooperative system to agricultural
prodnction dlstr tbution, and finance
Third. effect of cooperative action upon social conditlons in raral
cummunlﬂes.
Fourth. The relation of the cost of uvlns to the business organization
of the food-producing classes.

S PRESIDENT TAFT'S ADDRESS.
He spoke as follows

“In our workada_v politlm one sumetlmea gets just a little bit tired
of the use of the term rogressive’ by gentlemen who make no
progress except in its use for platform purposes, and therefore when
¥ou meet o man who has really made the progress for people that we
are all seeking he is entitled to our sincere tribute of res

“There is not anything that the Southern Commercia,l
done that shows the sincerity of its purpose more than this
sir Borsce thlmtt. He has been engaged In a gggnm fn which the

tions of mistaken egls.latlun had prod a condition

tbat lt needed alr.uost the surgeon's knife to brinfx about a betterment,
Pnt the history of the land leglslatlnn of Ireland is one that now, with
ts successful result, we ough th{nror the pu?m of enabling us
to see whether we can not take some g from that experlence to help

us o

o It is true the; i’f have no constitution in England or in Ireland that is
written, and Par] ament is absolute, and there were a good many things
done with respect to land in Ireland that we oold not 40 here Wnder
r Constitution, and that would not have been ustified, except for the
evi!s that had grow'n out of 1'.»1.r11m:.vautaz_I lation and of a mis-
statement—or misunderstan y—of the necessit!es of

Ireland.
ACHIEVES GREAT SUCCESS.

“ Now, Sir Horace Plunkett has worked in that field, and he has
made a grear. suecess' an& it is certain that the Southern Commercial
Congress in looking e improvement of the South, and the im-
provement of the a lturnl methods, and the impravement of those
methods with relation to the improvement of the people engaged In

culture, has done something that can be of great assistance to them,
ow, I came here to say that, and that onl

# The subject of credits, and the neceml'yy for impmvini the
ot the secur of better credit to the ta.rmer.-.. is ome th

much of it on credit, beca baven't had the personal

ox ustmel me in speaking with & aunthority. The re-
lts thnt we have ue.n in Germany and in ce and In other
reland—make me think that we would be with-

method
usn

out our usual wllun ess to nd.n t everything good that we nnless
we take up th‘ls subject, stud as :rou tgose to study it through
your commission, an thm a t it States, In so far as it

may be adapted to our civﬂln people.
ooxmxm st I\'I:CESBITY
“YWe used to think that we could not learm anythin

culture from the other side; that we were so rich and that our crops
were so big that really to look over to England, where they had to culti-
vate dm to the last foot, was to do something that indicated a retro-
gression ra than a progression; but now we are reaching a point
where we can calculate that unless we do gomething In the way of
hnprovlns our methods of agriculture we shall be at a polnt where we
ghall have to import what we eat, and we lha.ll becomn dependent on
other eountrim. rather than g:m feel thi}:de hich as walled

about agri-

our heads to a polnt—sometimes t! oint of danger.
have a t d to learn, and I doubt not tha from such authorlt; y
as Sir Horace Plunkett we can learn a deal,

great

“The Bouth has a great deal to learn. Bhe Is learning. She is

lurnlng npid!y in her exchange of totton for a diversified plantlng
-

» s on!g came here to expreus on ‘bc‘hnl.t of the whole cou.ntrr.
the plusure we have in the presence of a gentleman who has shown
by what he has done—not by what he bas sald—and by what he has
brought about that he is a progressive.

JANUARY 29, 1013.

Hon. Wooprow WILSOX,
Governor of ¥ew Jersw, Trenton, N. J.
DrArR Gov. WILsoN: The Southern Commercial Congress, which ini-
tiated the p: rﬂl}osed American commission to Europe upon ngricultural
credit, hono with a dinner on Monday last, at whlch President
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Taft attended and spoke. The President had asked me to attend the
conference of governors at the White House upon the same subject on
December 7, but my ship was delayed in a storm and I could not be
present, As I intimated to you at the interview Eou were kind enoufh
to give me on the 21st instant, I was very skeP cal as to any useful
purpose being served by this costly ):roject, and 1 feel that I ought now
to tell you of certain’ changes in the original plan which have com-
pletely changed my judgment upon the matter.

That the system of credit )imrevallin in agricultural communities In
this country is not all that it should be may be admitted, but it is
equally certain that the entire business organization of the American
farmers is in a dpplorably hackward condition. It may be generally
stated that agriculture s the only important business oceupation in
this country which is unorganized, and until some progress has been
made in aEp'l_ving what is now coming to be recognized as the obvious
remedy—the Introduction of cooperation—it is little use discussing the
hest kinds of credit system to meet the farmers’ needs. In any case, the
literature upon the subject is good and exhaustive. A few economists
and financiers familiar with agricultural conditions could derive from
this source far more light upon the American problem than is likely to
be shed by the collective wisdom of the traveling commission.

I found that the leaders In the movement were ‘altogether inclined
to agree with this view, Before the dinner they agreed to change the
geope of the proposed inguiry, and I send yon herewith a copy of the
instructions which will be given to the commission. At the dinner this
document was adopted, and President Taft indorsed it.

My purpose in tronbling you with this matter at soch an extremely
inconvenient time is that your Presidency will be seven weeks old be-
fore the commission starts for BEurope on April 26. I think you will
agree that If the issues which are now raised in the inclosed document
are really well discussed by the commission a profound effect may be
produced upon public opinion in regard to the place of agriculture in
your national economy. In any case, I am certain that the mere ralsing
of these issues in so public a manner will stiv thought throughout the
TUnlon, which will have its influence upon legislation and administra-
tion affecting the production and distribuntion of the Nation's food. If
yon eould see your way to write ®ither to Benator FLETCHER, president
of the Southern Commercial Congress, or to me, or both, a letter ex-
Fress!ng your own personal approval of the enlarged In uiry, it would,

am sure, be extremely helpful to those who are anxious that some
real benefits should acerue from all the labor which will be involved.
1 only mention myself in this connection because it might enable me
to be more useful to the commission in Europe if I had this official
recognition to strengthen my hand.

Believe me to be,

Very respectfully, yours, HorACcE PLUXKETT.

P. 8.—Address, 36 West Tenth Street, New York City.

Resolutions udogtoﬂ by national organizations indorsing the American
commission that is being assembled by the Southern Commercial
Congress,

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCIAL RXECLUTIVES,

Whereas the Department of State of the United States detailed, npon
the application of the Southern Commercial Congress, David Lubin,
American delegate to the International Institute of Agriculture,
Rome, Italy, to direct a conference on agricultural finance, held un-
der the aunspices of the Southern Commercial Congress in Nashville,
Tenn,, April 1 to 6; and .

Whereas & 5 States were represented through delegates in the confer-
ence ; an

YWhereas resolutlons were unanimously adopted providing for an Ameri-
can commission to go abroad for the investigation of rural c¢redits in
Enrope ; and

Whereas the Southern Commercial Congress will send the commission
abroad, composed of delegates from all States of the United States,
to report to the International Institute of Agriculture (which under
treaty is supported by the Government of the United States) at the
time of the meeting of the general assembly of the International In-
stitute of Agriculture, May, 1918 : Therefore be it
Resolved, That the American Association of Commercial Executives,

in recognition of the valuable service to be rendered the United Btates

in the investigation of the European systems of agricultural finance,
hereby Indorses the proposed American commission.

FARMERS® NXATIONAL COXGRESS.

Regolved, That the Farmers' Natlonal Congress favors an investiga-
tion of agricultural banking and ecredit in vogue in Europe, and In
dorses the movement to send a national investigating ecommission
abroad to study and report upon the rural credit system in effect in
continental European countries, -

NATIONAL GRANGE.

Whereas the Department of State of the United States detailed, upon
the application of the Soutbern Commercial Congress, David Lubin,
American delegate to the International Institnte of Agriculture,
Rome, Italy, to direct a conference on agricultural finance held un-
der the avspices of the Southern Commercial Congress in Nashville,
Tenn., April 1 to G; and

Whereas resolutions were unanimous adopted providing for an Ameri-
rlian commission to go abroad for the investigation of rural credits in
turope ; an

Whereas the Southern Commercial Congress will send the commission
abroad, composed of two delegates from each State of the United
States, to report to the International Institute of Agriculture, avhich
under treaty is supported by the Government of the United States,
at the time of the meeting of the general assembly of the Interna-
tional Institute of Agriculture, May, 1913 : Therefore be it
Resolved by the National Grange in convention assembled at Spokane,

Wash., That in recognition of the waluable service to be rendered the

United States in the investlgntiun of the European systems of icul-

tural finance they hereby indorse the Pmpuaed American commission.
Resolved, That we, the members of the National Grange in annual

gession in the city of Bpokane, Wash.,, in this our forty-sixth annual
scssion, do unﬁe that the legislature of each State in the United States
appropriate 52,400 to defray the expenses of two delegates, who, in
company with the delegates from the other States, shall make a study
of the varlous financial systems of the world and evolve a plan that
shall meet cur financial needs.

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES.
(Resolution will be forwarded later.)

FARMERS® EDUCATIONAL AND COOPERATIVE ENION OF AMERICA.

(Resolution will be forwarded later.) .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to object to anything that
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss] so urgently presses,
because I have come to have great confidence in his judgment;
but still on this occasion I feel the resolution is improper, and
therefore I object,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objeets, and
the bill will be stricken from the calendar.

REFUND OF CORPORATION TAX.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 27323) to provide for refund or abatement
under certain conditions of penalty taxes imposed by section 38
of the act of August 5, 1809, known as the special excise cor-
poration-tax law.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That any corporation, joint-stock company, asso-
clation, or an insurance company subject to the aﬁeciul excise tax pro-
vided by section 38 of the act of August 5, 1909, known as the special
excise corporation-tax law, which has been or may be compelled to pay
or become liable for any additional tax within the provisions of sub-
section § of said section 38, which additional tax has been or may here-
after be imposed for a neglect to file a return as provided in said
corporation-tax law on or before the 1st of March of any year, may,
within one year after the passage of this act, or within one year after
the date of notice of assessment where such notice is given after the
passage of this act, make anglication to the Commissioner of Internal
hevenue for a refund of such additional tax. And the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue, wiith the advice and consent of the Solicitor of
Internal Revenue, is hereby directed to remit, abate, or pay back all
such additional taxes in excess of $100 for any single year whenever in
any case it appears to his satisfaction that the additlonal tax was
assessed or imposed solely because of a neglect to make a return at the
time or times specified in said act, and without any intention or design
on the part of any officer of such corgoratlon. Joint-stock company,
assoclation, or insurance company to hinder or delay the United States
in the collection of the tax originally assessed,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, T
would like to have an explanation in regard to this bill. Is this
bill retroactive at all?

Mr. BRANTLEY. To some extent.

Mr. SHERLEY. To what extent?

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state to the
gentleman from Kentucky—and then I will yield to the gen-
tleman from Maine [Mr, McGrrLicuppy], the author of the bill,
to answer any specific questions in reference to it—that this bill
is designed to grant some relief from one of the very drastic
penalties of the present corporation-tax law. It has the very
cordial support of the Treasury Department, and has been
unanimously reported by the Committee on Ways and Means
after full hearing and investigation. It is a thoroughly meri-
torious measure. I will now yield to the gentleman from Maine
[Mr. McGruuicvppy] to answer the specific questions of the
gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Mr. Speaker, under the provision
of the act of August 5, 1909, as the House knows, a tax of 1
per cent on net incomes not exceeding $5,000 is assessed and
collected. Now, under section 3 of that act it is provided that
the return containing the information upon which the tax is
assessed shall be made on or before the 1st day of March in
every year. In section 5 it is provided that in cases of fraudu-
lent intent, or of fallure to file the return beecause of frand,
then an additional tax of 100 per cent of the original tax is
assessed, and in case of mere neglect to file the return an addi-
tional tax of 50 per cent is assessed. And in addition to that,
under section 8 of the act, it is provided wherever a refusal or
neglect to file the return exists there shall be a fine of from
$1,000 to $10,000. Now, the proposed bill does not alter or
change the law in any respect affecting anybody except those per-
sons who, through some inadvertence and without any intention
whatever of evading or delaying the collection of the tax, have
failed to file their return on the 1st day of March in each year.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. Then it is also the fact that people who
are not liable to pay the tax by reason of not having the amount
of income provided for are also penalized for failure to make the
return.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Precisely; that occurred in my State
where a corporation did not earn anything in the way of net
income, and as provided by the act they were subject not only
to this original penalty but to the fine of section 8 in addition.

Now, as has been stated by the gentleman from Georgia, who
reported the bill, this bill when it was introduced was referred
to the Committee on Ways and Means and by the chairman of
that committee was referred to the Secretary of the Treasury
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for his suggestion, and I will read what he sgays in regard to it.
This is under date December 20 last: .

I am of opinion that the proposed bill, providing as It does for refund
or abatement of all taxes or assessments over and above $100 in an
individual, case, accomplishes the desired purpose admirably by provi
ing a punishment which, taken in conn on with pacagraph 9 of sec-
tion 38 of the tariff act of August 5, 1909, will prove ampiiy safficient
to insure the proper compliance with the provisions of this law and at
the same time prevent the infliction of e p ent for simple
ngrlact. The language of the proposed bill seems to be free from
criticism, and I unqualifiedly recommend that the proposed measure be
enacted into law.

Respectfully, FraxxLix MacVeacH, Becretary.

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman pleases, I have read what
the Seecretary says, but I am not quite sure whether he is acen-
-rate, and he does not give me the information I desire. I would
like to ask the gentleman how much refund there will be if this
becomes the law?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. As near as can be ascertained, about
$225,000. ’

Mr. BHERLEY. I would like fo ask the gentleman, secondly,
whether he considers the language of the act as presented here
limits the refund of assessments under section 5 or whether it
does not permit at least a plausible contention for a refund for
any other penalties under any other section of the excise act?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. I think not.

Myr. SHERLEY. I would like for the gentleman to look at it
with that in mind, because I am not at all sure.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Well, this bill does not cover any-
thing except the failure to make returns through mere neglect,
and when it appears there was no intent or design to delay or
in any way hinder the eollection of the tax.

Mr. BHERLEY. That is just the question. The gentleman
sees that. I call his attention to the fact that on page 1 of
the bill it speaks there of the payment under subsection 5.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. From what line are you reading?

Mr. SHERLEY. Lines 8 and 9. "There it refers to subsection
5 of the excise asct, but when it comes to the refund with ref-
erence to any additional penalty, it is not any additional penalty
because of the provigions of section 5. It seems to be very much
broader than the Secretary’s letter would indicate, or the gentle-
man's statement would indicate.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. I think the bill was drawn very care-
fully with that in view, and it all refers back to subsection 5
of section 38. -

Mr. SHERLEY. Let us see, if the gentleman will permit. It
BOyS:

And the Commissloner of Internal Revenue, with the adviece and con-
sent of the Bolleltor of Internal Hevenue, is hereby directed to remit,
abate, or pay back all such additional taxes in excess of $100 for any
single year.

Now, that does not seem to limit it to the excess taxes that
were collected under the excise part of the act,

Mr. MeGILLICUDDY, It limits it.

Mr. SHERLEY. Does it necessarily? I think, in a matter of
this kind, it ought not to be a matter of inference or doubt or
construction to be put on the word “such.” The gentleman’s
contention may be the right one, but——

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. But the only tax referred to, if you
will permit, is the tax referred to In line 8, and that specifically
refers to subsectton 5, where it says, “Any such additional tax.”
It can not possibly refer to any other, There is no other tax
to which it can refer.

The BPEAKLR. Is there objection?

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this is a matter of considerable importance. It is rather an
unusual bill to pass by unanimous consent at best, and I want
to feel sure that it does not acccmplish anything beyond what
the gentleman states.

My. McGILLICUDDY. I am in hearty sympathy with what
the gentleman has to say. If be can make the bill any better
than it is, I shall be very glad to have it done.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Yes

Mr. MANN. The only thing that can be paid back in any
event is the additional tax?

Mr. MoGILLICUDDY. And not all of that.

Mr. MANN. I understand. The additional taxes are the
penalty for not making the return.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY, It is not called a penalty. It is called
“an additional tax.”

Mr. MANN. I am calling it a “ penalty.” That is what it is.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. It is in effect; yes.

Myr. SHERLEY. I understand you are not going to pay back
in any event anything but what you designate as a “ penalty,”
but you ought not to pay back the penalty except in a very
limited number of cases, where the failures to make the returns
are excusable, )

l.[rl.t;IoGIILICUDDY. There ig no provision to pay back any
penalty.

Mr. SHERLEY. We are using the words “ additional tax”
and “ penalty " in the same sense.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. It is hardly in the same sense in the
original act. One is an additional tax assessed under section 5
and another is a penalty collected under section 8,

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand; but there are several addi-
tional taxes, as I recall, under the various sections. There are
three or four sections that ecall them *additional payments.”
Have you the excise lJaw there?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Yes; I have the law.

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will read the provisions
that are set forth——

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. Section 5
volved. It says:

All returns shall be retained by the Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue, who shall make nssessments thereon; and in case of any return
made with false or fraudulent intent, he shall add 100 per eent of
such tax; and in case of refusal or neglect to make a return or verify
the same as aforesald, he shall add 50 per cent of such taxes.

That is all this bill refers to. Now, under section 8, if the
gentleman will follow if, there are penalties both for the in-
tentional failure to file the return and for the refusal or neglect,
That is the penalty. And in the next clause there is a further
penalty of imprisonment in certain cases, with which this bill
has nothing whatever to do. I am sure, if the gentleman will
examine the bill, be will find it accomplishes all he has in mind.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am trying to do that, but from the way in
which the gentleman brings up this bill I have to examine it on
my feet or my remedy passes by. Now, as I understand, a
penalty, where they simply neglect to make the return, is im-
posed to the extent of 50 per cent. That is an arbitrary amount.

Mr, McGILLICUDDY. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. And where there has been a real intent to
defraud it is 100 per cent.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. That is correct. ;

Mr. SHERLEY. If that be go, and you want to refund only
those taxes which come about through neglect why use the
language “ when it appears to his satisfaction that the addi-
tional tax was assessed or imposed solely because of neglect”?
There can be no discretion there. The amount of the tax will
show whether it was done through neglect or through intent to
defraud. Why not have the law limited to a refund in those
cases where the additional tax was 50 per cent and exclude
those cases where it was 100 per cent? Do you not here open
up all of them?

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. You accomplish the same purpose in
different language.

Mr. SHERLEY. Obh, here under the original law you let the
very size of the tax determine the character of the fault,
whereas in this bill you leave it to the discretion of the officinls
to determine in all cases under section § whether or not it was
because of the one reason or the other. :

Mr. MoGILLICUDDY. Not all cases, but simply in cases of
neglect, where there was no intent to defraud.

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand; but you leave it to the dis-
cretion of the official to determine what was the reason, whereas
the size of the tax determines it better than his discretion.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. I do not see how that ecan be.

Mr. SHERLEY., For instance, here are two men who have a
certain tax return to make, of the same amount. One of them
has an additional tax levied of $1,000, which is 100 per cent.
The other has an additional tax levied of §300, because in his
case the failure was due simply to neglect, whereas in the first
man's case the failure was due to a desire to defraud. Now,
you are not limiting the recovery to the case of one, but leaving
it to the discretion of the official, where he may think the other
fellow did it through neglect and order a remission of the tax.
Now you have a certain rule. Why make it uncertain, in the
discretion of the official?

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention
of the gentleman to the language of the bill, which permits the
right to make application for a refund only in those cases
where the 50 per cent additional tax is imposed for failure or
neglect to file the returns.

Mr., SHERLEY. Where is the language to warrant that
statement? ~

Mr. BRANTLEY. In lines 5 and 6 of page 2. He may
“make application to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
for a refund of such additional tax,” which additional tax is
referred to on the first page as the tax imposed under sub-
section 5 of section 38 for a neglect to file a return, and the
whole bill deals only with the tax imposed for a neglect to make
the return. Then, of course, when it comes before the Treasury
Department on the application for a refund, the Treasury De-

is the only provision in-
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partment must have the right to inquire as to whether this is a
mere case of neglect or not, and if they find it is—

Mr. SHERLEY. Why?

Mr. BRANTLEY. Because somebody must enforce the law.

Mr. SHERLEY. Ah, but that is just the point. The very
provisions of the law separate the classes of cases, and there
is no discretion given. There is an arbitrary additional tax of
50 per cent imposed when there is neglect only. Now, if that
is the only case you are trying to reach, why not require, when
the additional tax of 50 per cent has been added through neg-
leet, that such tax shall be refunded?

Mr. BRANTLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky that this is precisely what this bill does.

Mr. SHERLEY. That is the gentleman’s conclusion.

Mr. BRANTLEY. The honorable Secretary of the Treasury,
who has carefully examined the bill, says the bill is admirably
drawn.

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, the gentleman has been in Congress
longer than I have been, and he knows how much credit to give
to the recommendation of a Secretary in a matter that perhaps
has never met his personal eye.

Mr. BRANTLEY. I want to say to the gentleman that the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue——

Mr. SHERLEY. I would rather have the gentleman's opin-
jon than that of either of those officials.

Mr, BRANTLEY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from
Kentucky that perhaps he does not understand the application
of the law in question. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue
informs us that in the operation or enforcement of the present
incorporation tax law he has had numerous complaints made,
or applications made, for a refund of this 50 per cent additional
tax upon the ground that the failure to file the returns promptly
on March 1 was mere inadvertence or neglect, and therefore
that the applicants ought not to be required to pay a penalty;
that he found on construing the law that this 50 per cent is not
imposed as a penalty, but that it is a tax—so the language of
ihe law is—and no matter how well satisfied he might be that
a clerk or agent has neglected to obey the order of the president
of the corporation to file the tax returns, with no thought
or purpose of evading the payment of the tax, that the addi-
tional amount must be exacted. In one case it was shown that
the return was made out, and then a clerk put it in his desk
and forgot to take it out.

Numerous cases of that kind have occurred; and yet no
relief could be granted, because under the construction given
the law the tax is mandatory.

Mr. SHERLEY. I have no issue with the gentleman as to
the desirability of refunding in cases of that sort, but I have
a very strong desire that the act shall be limited to just that
kind of cases. The gentleman assures me that that is the fact,
but I am not completely satisfied from the cursory reading of
the bill, which I have had to give it on my feet, and I suggest
to the gentleman, inasmuch as there is a classification made by
the law itself, why leave it to a matter of construction? Why
not simply in three of four lines provide that power is given
for a refund of additional taxes of 50 per cent that were levied
because of the failure on account of neglect? Then you exclude
the other.

Mr, BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gentleman will
study the language of the bill carefully he will see that that is
what it does.

Mr. SHERLEY. That may be, but we ought not to have any
doubt about if.

Mr. BRANTLEY. If you limit it simply to cases where the
tax is imposed in case of mere neglect, necessarily some officer
has to say, when you make application for the refund, that that
failure to make the return was a mere case of neglect.

Mr. SHERLEY. But there is a difference in the way the
officer acts. In one case he is limited to the fact that the addi-
tional tax is 50 per cent. According to your bill he is limited in
his discretion.

Mr. BRANTLEY. I do not think there is a member of the
Committee on Ways and Means who does not sympathize with
the purpose and wishes of the gentleman from Kentucky. I
want to say to him that this bill was really very carefully con-
sidered by the committee, We did not stop with the letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury. We invited a hearing;
we had an oral hearing, and nearly every word of the language
of this bill was criticized in the committee, and we reached the
conclusion that it accomplished the identical result that the
gentleman from Kentucky desires to accomplish. N

AMr. SHERLEY. I have a very high opinion of the accuracy
of the gentleman and his ability as a lawyer, and I shall not
press my point to the extent of objecting to the consideration of
the bill, but T have called the attention of the House to what
seems to me to be a doubtful construetion.

Mr, SLAYDEN. Has the gentleman in his mind the words
that he thinks are essential to correct the bill?

Mr. SHERLEY. I think in three or four minutes I conld
draw the necessary amendment, but the gentleman is asking at
my hands a rather unfair thing. I have been engaged in a run-
ning debate, and it is hard for me immediately to offer the
language.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I hope the gentleman will disabuse his mind
of the idea that I wanted to ask an unfair guestion.

Mr. SHERLEY. No; but what the gentleman asks is rather
a severe test,

Mr. SLAYDEN. The particular case in which the gentleman
from Kentucky said no one would object to the refund is a case
that arose in my town. The clerk made the report and dropped
it into his desk. The authorities of the corporation thought
that it had been filed. They paid their tax 30 days before it
matured, in fact.

Mr. SHERLEY. I indicated that I thought the law, in pro-
viding a refund where the additional tax of 50 per cent had
been assessed, would be completely narrowed to cases such as
the gentleman has stated.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. McGrirr-
cunpy] is willing to do anything which is necessary in order to
make the bill clear.

Mr. McGILLICUDDY. I am entirely willing to do anything
that will make the bill as clear as possible to accomplish the
purpose that we all agree upon. I think it does accomplish if
as it now reads.

Mr. SHERLEY. I can not attempt on my feet to amend the
bill. If I was going to amend it, I would strike it all out and
rewrite it in about six lines.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo
have this bill considered in the House as in Cominittee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgin asks unani-
mous consent to have this bill considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? :

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill for amend-
ments.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. BRANTLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PHILIPPINE HEMP INDUSTIEY.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was House resolution 767, requesting from the President of the
United States information concerning the exemption of Ameri-
ean importers of manila hemp from payment of the export fax
thereon.

The Clerk read the resolution with the committee amend-
ments.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I wonld like to
ask the gentleman from Georgia whether the Ways and Means
Committee reporting this resolution asking for the information
of the President in regard to a tariff matter in regard to the
effect on an industry growing out of the tariff, intends to get
the advice of the present President or the next President;
whether the present Ways-and Means Committee desires the
advice of President Taft about the effect of a tariff on an
industry, or whether it is simply laying the foundation by the
passage of this resolution to have the President elect when in-
angurated make a report to the Committee on Ways and Means
of the House on this subject?

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, if my friend from Illinois
will permit me to tell him why the resolution was reported I
think that will answer his inquiry. It appears that the resolu-
tion, which is in courteous form, seeks certain information that
it is very desirable to bave. It is represented that the present
tariff law imposes an export tax at Manila on all hemp exported
from Manila, but provides that where such hemp is exported to
the United States and is used and consumed in the United
States there shall be a refund of a large proportion of this
export tax.

Now, it is claimed that the effect of all this is that the manila
hemp grower, being unable to know whether his hemp is going
to be used and consumed in the United States, has to sell his
hemp with the export tax on it, which tax he has to pay, and
then that the importer in the United States gets the rebate. It
is charged that this results in quite a concession to certain im-
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porters in the United States at the expense of the hemp growers
in the Philippines.

The purpose of this resolution is to get at the facts, and it
seems there is no place to get them except from the executive
department of the Government. The information sought might
be of material advantage, if furnished by the present Chief
Executive, to the Ways and Means Committee in framing the
hemp and flax schedule of the tariff,

Mr. MANN. There is now practically free irade between the
Philippine Islands and the United States with reference to
hemp.

Mr. BRANTLEY. On the exported hemp the grower pays the
export tax.

Mr. MANN. I say there is practically free trade between
the United States and Manila in hemp. Now, the gentleman
proposes to pass a resolution and, not content with asking for
the facts, he asks the President’'s advice to the House whether
this free trade has operated unjusily, and also to what extent it
has depressed the hemp industry. That is not a question of
fact; it is a question of opinion, and a political opinion.

Mr. BRANTLEY., Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois,
if it be a fact that the present method of granting the rebate
on these export taxes does not result in an injustice to the
Manila and the Philippine hemp grower, dees he not think that
the present President of the United States ought to have the
privilege of saying that it does not?

Mr. MANN. I do not think the present President of the
United States desires any further opportunity to advise the
Democratic House what it shall do on the tariff question, be-
cause the President is quite certain that if he gives you good
adviee yon will sneer at him, and if he gives you bad advice
you will take advantage of it.

Mr. BRANTLEY. Baut this is for the Filipinos.

Mr. MANN, It is a matter within the control of the Ways
and Means Committee and a matter for Congress to legislate
upon. If the gentleman desires the opinion of President Taft
on the tariff, I will be glad to join with him in asking the
President to give his opinion on free trade and protection as a
tariff policy.

- My, BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRANTLEY. I yield.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to my
colleague, so far as the advice of the President is concerned, he
has never yet given the Democratic House any good advice on
the subject of tariff.

Mr. MANN. The trouble is that the Democrats have not fol-
lowed his gocd advice, though they will wish some day that they

had.

AMr. BARTLETT. I think he rather wishes now that he had
not given it.

The SPEAKER. Is ihere objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinecis objects, and
the bill will be stricken from the calendar.

PAY OF OFFICERS IN THE NAVY.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 25715) providing that officers of the Navy
pe allowed pay from the dates they take rank.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all officers of the Navy who, since the 3d
day of March, 1800, have been advanced or may hereafter be advanced
in grade or rank pursvant to law shall be allowed the pay and allow-
ancesd of the higher grade or rank from the dates stated in their com-
missions,

The SPEAKER. Ig there objection?

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, as
I understand this simply proposes to grant back pay to officers
of the Navy who were not confirmed for some time after they
were nominated, according to the additional grade they re-
ceived, from the time they were nominated up to the time of
confirmation,

AMr, HOBSON. The gentleman is correct.

My, MANN. How much is involved?

Mr. HOBSON. It involves in the neighborhood of $20,000,
according to the estimate of the Paymaster General.

Mr, MANN, Are not these officers of the Navy who receive
their promotions quite satisfied at the time they receive them,
without coming in and asking Congress to pay back pay for 12
or 13 years back?

Mr. HOBSON. Mryr. Speaker, of course the gentleman realizes
that an officer is always glad to have a promotion. There is
a term they call that kind of a promotion—a jackass promo-
tion—one which does not give the officer any pay with his
advancement. They like to have even jackass promotions.
But I will say to the gentleman that this is simply a maiter of

Justice. Those officers when promoted perform the duties of
the higher grade, and the intention of the law originally was to
give them pay from the date of their commission; and, in fact,
the law ran from 1874 until 1899 with that interpretation.
This is simply to overcome a construction given to it by a
particular Comptroller of the Treasury.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have great admiration for the
officers of the Army and Navy at all times. It is unfortunate,
perhaps, for the Government that in time of peace many of
them are not very busy and some of them lie awake nights or
spend some time of the day finding out new methods of trying
to increase pay. They were the ones who wanted the personnel
bill of 1899 passed. They were the ones who urged Congress
to pass the bill which gives them promotions more than they
would have had before.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr, Speaker, this has nothing to do with the
personnel bill of 1899. This has nothing to do with officers who
have been promoted by law—that is, special promotions. This
is simply in the ordinary routine of business. Sometimes the
Senate is in session and sometimes it is not. Nearly all of the
officers of the Navy get their pay from the date of their commis-
sion, but it happens that a certain comptroller ruled that in the
process of promotions of certain young officers the law did not
permit them to be paid from the date of their commissions, but
that thelr pay should not begin till the date of confirmation by
the Senate, which is an uncertain matter. It is only these few
exceptional cases that this bill deals with.

Mr. MANN. What is the date of the commission?

Mr. HOBSON. It varies, of course. It is the date when they
are advanced.

Mr. MANN. What is the date of the commission as related
to nomination and confirmation?

Mr. HOBSON. In some cases the date is established by law.
Take ensigns, for instance, to which this bill applies. Ensigns’
commissions are dated now from the 1st day of July of the year
of graduation from Annapolis. Formerly they were dated two
years from that time. The pay of an assistant civil engineer
will run from the time that the President issues the commis-
sion, irrespective of any other antecedents. It dates from the
day the President signs it. That is not fixed by law. He begins
his duties on that day. The Senate may confirm it immediately
or the Senate may not be in session, and it may be a long time
before it is confirmed, but the officer will be subject to orders
and will perform the duties of the office from the date of his
commission. In all other cases except these pay begins with
the date of commission when they begin the duties of their office,
and not later, when the Senate confirms them.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has not answered my question,
which I asked for information. Where the President nominates
an officer for promotion and that nomination is not confirmed for
gome time, what date does the commission bear?

Mr. HOBSON. It bears the date of the vacancy in some cases,
as pointed out above, and in all cases the date of the issuance
of the commission by the President. The commission bears {lie
date when the duties begin even though the President may bhe
a few days late in issuing it. His practice is to have the date
that of the date of the existence of the vacancy to which the
promotion is made.

Mr, MANN. Regardless of when the nomination is confirmed ?

Mr. HOBSON. Regardless of the confirmation, and this only
asks that those officers who have come under this exception
shall be treated as all other officers and get their pay from
the day on which they are promoted.

Mr. MANN. It is a case of a man having received a basket
full of good things and kicks because he loses one cherry and
thinks he ought to have it.

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman in some cases may be correct,
but in this specific case he is not, and I will give an illustra-
tion: There is a difference, say, between Members here who are
continued from one Congress to the next and those who come in
fresh., Suppose that Congress, not assembling until December,
the Sergeant at Arms should determine that those who pass
from the old Congress to the new should receive their pay from
the 4th of March, and those who came in new should not receive
their pay until they were finally sworn in. It is exactly
analogous to this. I

Mr. MANN. Why, no; I will give the gentleman the analogy.
Suppose the Members who were elected last fall, who are not
new Members of Congress, should say their commissions should
date practically from the day of election and they should be
paid from that date, not from the date that they were sworn in.
That is the analogy,

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman is very much mistaken.

Mr. MANN, That is the exact analogy.
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Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman is very much mistaken. The
pay of the older Members only begins the 4th of March. Now,
all they ask is that the new Members shall begin at the same
time when the new Members assnme the responsibility and
duties of the office on the 4th of March. All of these officers
who fall under this exception did assume the duties of their
office, and they ought to begin to receive their pay from such
date of commission. It is analogous to the 4th of March for
a new Member. The gentleman's ideas might apply to other
cases, but they do not apply to this specific ease.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HOBSON. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman for information,
suppose the Senate for any particular cause does not confirm?

Mr. HOBSON. The officer is not promoted, and if his place
is taken by another in the lower rank and he is not confirmed
in the higher grade, then he would be dropped from the Navy.

Mr. NORRIS. No: I mean before the promotion he is draw-
ing a certain salary, and then the President appoints him to a
particular place—

Mr. MANN. He is not expelled from the Navy, because if
they did there would be a great many out of the Navy.

Mr. NORRIS. Now, suppose he is not confirmed by the Sen-
ate. If this bill were passed, would he be drawing another
salary in the meantime?

Mr. HOBSON., He would be drawing the salary from the
date of his commission when he assumed the duties. Now,
then, when he went up to that place his place would be taken
in the lower grade by another officer, and when the appoint-
ment of the lower grade is confirmed by the Senate and the offi-
cer moving to the higher grade is not confirmed by the Senate
when the time comes for that officer to be passed up, and he
has never been confirmed by the Senate, he will be practically
without any position. He could not go back to the lower grade.

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman has not quite taken the illus-
tration I want to make. I am not speaking of the man who
comes up and takes his place, but what I want to know is,
would he draw the salary for the promotion that he eventually
would not get, as a matter of fact, in case the Senate failed to
confirm him?

Mr. HOBSON. I do not think a case like that ever came up.

Mr. MANN. They would have to go over that as a matter
of bookkeeping.

Mr. NORRIS. I presume it is liable to occur now, as there
are a great many confirmations that are liable to fail in the
Senate. What I want to know is, when the President promotes
a man would he then be entitled to pay, if this bill passes, from
the date the President promoted him?

Mr. HOBSON. Yes, if finally confirmed; all the others do
now, and those carried by this bill would also.
© Afr. NORRIS. Suppose that promotion was not confirmed.
It might be a year even before the Senate acted, or several
months. In the meantime he has been drawing the salary.

Mr. HOBSON. I think the gentleman will find that if the
Senate votes adversely on a nomination for promotion the
officer goes back to his original grade, provided his position in
the lower grade has not been filled by nomination and con-
firmation.

And then, if the Senate continued to decline to confirm, it
would simply legislate the officer from the Navy.

Mr. NORRIS. It would not legislate him out of the Navy.
He would still have his old position, would he not?

Mr. HOBSON. Well, if his position in the lower grade bad
been filled by another, there would not be any position for him.

Mr. MANN. What becomes of him?

Mr. HOBSON. The comptroller would then decline to pay
his salary. I do not believe that has ever occurred. The Presi-
dent could wait for confirmation before sending in a nomination
to fill the lower grade.

Mr. MANN. Suppose a man gets a recess appointment dur-
ing the long vacation of Congress and his nomination is not
confirmed. He may be nominated, say, to one of the admirals’
positions, That is a matter of grace and not of rank. Does
the gentleman mean to say that he does not draw pay of the
lower rank?

Mr. HOBSON. He draws pay of the higher rank under exist-
ing law until the Senate acts. If it acts adversely, then the pay
of the higher grade ceases forthwith.

Mr. MANN. If the nomination is not confirmed, he goes back,
of course. There are a large number of nominations, as we
know from the CoXcressioNALnL Recomrp, pending confirmation in
the Senate now. In my talk with people in Washington and
meeting naval officers, I have heard considerable anxiety ex-
pressed as to whether they be confirmed, but I have not heard
gnybody stand on the question of whether he would receive the

salary of the old rank or the new rank for the course of a few
weeks’ time. They are all willing to take the confirmation and
the commission and pay from the date of the confirmation.

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman refers to the cases in the
Senate, and I am glad he cites those because they are in point.
The officers he meets and those now before the Senate need
have no anxiety as to the pay. That is provided for by law.
The law of 1874 reads as follows:

That on and after the passage of this act any officer of the Navy
who may be promoted in course to fill the vaecancy In the next higher
gade shall be entitled to the pay of the grade to which promoted from

e date he takes rank therein, if it be subsequent to the vacancy he is
appointed to fll.

And the date he takes rank therein is the date of his commis-
sion. The President can issue a temporary commission—a gun-
boat commission—pending action by the Senate, but, of course,
the President can not actually issue or hand the final commission
to the officer until the Senate has confirmed him. But when
the Senate does confirm the date of the commission is made the
date of the vacancy, and the pay of the officer in the higher
grade begins under the law at the date specified in the commis-
gsion. If confirmation were never made, the pay of the higher
grade would still be legal till the date of the Senate's refusal.
All that is asked in this bill is that the law be made uniform,
that these exceptions that have been made contrary to the in-
tent of the law be removed, and these officers, in the name of
right and justice, be included under the law. They have done
the work of the advanced position. It is the praciice of our
Government, and of all Governments, that officers promoted
should receive the pay of the higher grade from the date of
promotion, the date of their commission, the date when they
actually begin to do the duties of the higher grade.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is an authority on this subject,
and I would like to propound a conundrum to him. Suppose
one of these Army or Navy officers now under nomination and
not yet confirmed in the Senate becomes of a retiring age be-
fore the confirmation is made, is the man retired at the higher
rank or the lower rank?

Mr. HOBSON. I believe that the gentleman from Illinois
knows perfectly well that he never finally attains the higher
rank until confirmed by the Senate, and that the law for retire-
ment is mandatory, and that he would retire on attaining the
age limit of the law, and consequently, if not confirmed by the
Senate before that age, would never receive the pay or the rank
of the higher grade.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is very positive, perhaps, that he
is right; but it is a matter that is not settled in the Army and
Navy circles yet, because they have such cases now, and they
are very much exercised over them. 5

Mr. HOBSON. May I ask the gentleman if it has been his
intention all the time to objeect to the consideration of this bill?

Mr. MANN. It has been my intention, unless the gentleman
could remove the objection I had to it.

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman really has an objection, I
will try to remove it.

Mr. MANN. I had thought I had indicated the objection I
had. The gentleman and I do not seem to agree upon the
proposition.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I will have to object, Mr. Speaker.

AERODYNAMICAL LABORATORY.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 27992) to authorize the creation of a tem-
porary commission to investigate and make recommendation
as to the necessity or desirability of establishing a national
aerodynamical laboratory, and prescribing the duties of said
commission, and providing for the expenses thereof.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the actlon of the President in creating a tem-
porary commission, consisting of Dr. R. 8. Woodward, president Car-
negle Inxtltutient Washington, chairman; Charles D. Waleott, Smith-
sonian Institute, secretary; Dr. 8. W. Stratton, Director United States
Bureau of Standards; Prof. Willlam J. Humphreys, consulting physicist,
Unlted States Weather Bureau ; Bﬂg. Gen. James Allen, United States
Army,  Chlef Signal Officer; liaj‘ amuel Reber, chief slgnal officer,

ern ct; Capt. W. I. Chambers, United States Navy, in charge
of -aviation, Unfted tates Ku{: Naval Constructor David W. Taylor,
nited States Navy; M. B. Sellers, technical committee, Aeronantical
ety of New ‘Iari:; Henry A. Wise Wood, scientifie ethglneer. viee
resl:lé:latba‘.&m Club otPAmn:er‘i‘crni?BIl)on :I'.‘1 Al‘liol(iiﬂsclentl e & Lneel;i
ero Clu Chicago ; . W. F. Durand, scientific engineer, an
Stanford University; Prof. Richard MacLaurens, president Massachu-
setts Institute of ogy : Charles M. Manley; Harold H. Sewall;
Herbert Parsons; Col. erick H. Smith; Hon, Frank West Rollins;
and Dr. A, F. Zahm, secretary Aero Club of Washington, to consider and
to make recommendation at the earliest practicable date on the neces-
gity or desirability of establishing a national aerodynamlical laboratory
be, and the same is hereby, confirmed: said comm ssion shall be com-
posed of not to exceed 19 members. It shall have a stenographer anid
guch other assistants as said commission may authorize.

nol
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The members shall each be paid their actual expenses in golng to and
returning from Washington when necessary to attend meetings, and
actual expenses while attending the same..

Said eommision shall diligently inguire into the desirability or neces-
sity of establishing a national aerodynamical laboratory, and shall at
the earliest practicable date report to Congress its recommendations,
together with such facts as It may have ascertained.

SEc. 2. That to meet the expenses made necessary by this act the
5,000, or so much thereof as Is necessary, is hereby appro-
priated from any moneys not otherwise a proiirmtg.

SEec, 3. That sald commission shall make its report at the earliest
practicable date, not later than the 4th day of March, 1913, and shall
at the filing of said report cease to exist,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxN]
reserves the right to object.

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Hogsox], is this commission now doing business at all?

Mr. HOBSON. It is.

Mr. MANN. Who is here attending it? .

Mr. HOBSON, Nearly all the members, I understand, are
here.

Mr. MANN. There are quite a number of members that I
know who are not here, and who have not been here. I do not
know what they are doing in connection with it. I wondered
who has charge and who is deing the work here,

Mr. HOBSON. I have not made a roll call of them. Capt.
Chambers is in charge. He informed me on Saturday that the
commisgion was proceeding and hoping to be able to make its
report beforé the 4th of March,

Mr. MANN. Are they having any meetings? f

Mr. HOBSON. They are having meetings daily, morning and
afternoon, I understand.

Mr, MANN. What do they need an appropriation for?

Mr. HOBSON. To pay the necessary expenses of their mem-
bers. )

Mr. MANN. What expenses can there be? Capt. Chambers
already has a stenographer at his beck and eall, has he not?

Mr, HOBSON. The gentleman undérstands that they are re-
ceiving the hospitality of the Carnegie Foundation here, and are
using its hall. There is no expense for the hall. If the gentle-
man will read section 2 he will find——

AMr. MANN. I have just read it. I have referred to it.

Mr. HOBSON. It covers the necessary expenses of the com-
mission. I will say to the gentleman that there are no salaries.
They are not paid for their time, and the money will be used
chiefly to pay their traveling expenses from their homes to
Washington and their hotel bills while in Washington.

Mr. MANN. Well, of course most of these officers are in
Washington,

Mr. HOBSON. And there will be none for those who are.

Mr. MANN. Here is a proposition to have a report submitted
to Congress in a month's time. Of course 20 or 30 gentlemen,
or whatever may be the number of them—whether 19 or other-
wise—holding meetings on the subject of aeroplanes and air
navigation and air experimentation, will not get together on
anything unless somebody has it prepared for them, I sup-
posed Capt. Chambers had it all worked out. Why not get
Capt, Chambers's views?

Mr. HOBSON. We have his views,

Mr. MANN. Why, then, this commission?

Mr. HOBSON. We believe that, competent as Capt. Cham-
bers is in such matters, the advice of 18 other experts in such
matters, in private and official life, would add to the value of
such a report.

Mr. MANN. What aunthority had the President for appoint-
ing this commission?

M. HOBSON. None.

Mr. MANN. Do we not have a law forbidding it to be done?

Mr. HOBSON. We did enact such a law, and that is the
reason why it is necessary to pass this law, if the comimis-

sum of

ston——
Mr. MANN. And the President, having violated the law——
Mr. HOBSON., I am not going to be put in the position of

saying the President violated the law.

Mr. MANN. That was the law. =

Mr. HOBSON. The President did not violate that law or
any other law that I know of; but the President could not pay
the expenses of the commission unless it was confirmed or
authorized by law. The President, I take it, could appoint any
gentlemen he pleased on a nonofficial commission, and if they
desired they could assemble in Washington and make a report;
but the President could not defray their expenses, and the com-
mission would not have the standing and dignity of an official
cgjmmisslon unless it received the sanction of such a bill as
this.

AMr. MANN, 1 suppose the President can ask Bill Jones or
anybody else for an opinion on any question, but I think that the

President has not the power to appoint an official commission
without the authority of Congress.

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman must understand that this
commission is not official unless this bill or some such bill is
passed.

: Mr. MANN. We have in the Army men working on avia-

On———.

Mr. HOBSON. Not very many—— g

Mr. MANN. Not as many as I would like to have, and we
have men in the Navy working on aviation.

Mr. HOBSON. This will get more.

Mr. MANN. I supposed that is what it is for. -

Mr. HOBSON, Yes. :

Mr. MANN. In advance, as the gentleman says, of any report
of any commission or authority to do it.

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman is as omniscient as any man I
know, but in aerodynamics even the most learned of all are in a
realm that requires careful and scientific investigation.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman scolds me because I agree with
him that there should be more men working on this subject.
The gentleman said we needed more men. Therefore, following
him for once at least I said, “ I am ready to give more men with-
out waiting for the report of the commission.”” Then the gentle-
man lectured me because I did not want to wait until the com-
mission was appointed.

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will listen to me a little
longer, I will explain to him that this commission would make
the development and expansion of aerodynamics regular and con-
secutive and effective, and under it we could proceed then with
this aerodynamic laboratory as the nations abroad have done,
and it would be more economical and more efficient than simply
]&m::rymg to appoint more officers and detail them at random to this

uty.

Mr. MANN. Now, let us see. If this commission should be
appointed, this bill having been reported from the Committee
on Naval Affairs, I take it that the report of that commission
when made might naturally be sent to the distinguished com-
mittee. which reported in favor of the bill, thereby conferring
upon the Committee on Naval Affairs practically exclusive
jurisdiction of the subject of air navigation in the House. Is
that one of the purposes of the bill?

Mr. HOBSON. I disagree with the gentleman. I do not
think he really thinks that.
Mr. MANN. Certainly, I really think that. That would

probably be the result.

Mr. HOBSON. That the report of this commission would
give the Naval Committee exclusive jurisdiction of aerody-
namics?

Mr. MANN. Oh, exclusive jurisdiction of this subject of an
aerodynamic laboratory.

Mr. HELM. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois
or the gentleman from Alabama a question.

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MaNN]
will excuse me for a moment, I will yield to the gentleman from
Kentucky.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor.

Mr. HOBSON. If the genileman from Illinois will excuse me
long enough to listen to the question of the gentleman from
Kentucky——

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. HELM. Does the Army appropriation bill earry an ap-
propriation of about $175,000 for aeroplane purposes?

Mr. MANN. It carries $100,000.

Mr. HELM. I thought it was a total of $175,000—an appro-
priation of $100,000 and an unexpended balance of about $75,000,

Mr. MANN. No.

Mr. HELM. Remaining from the former bill.

Mr. HOBSON. The total appropriation of the United States
Government to date for this purpose, exclusive of the present
Army and Navy bills, is only $140,000, while the appropriations
abroad to the same date are as follows: France, $7,400,000;
Russia, $5,000,000; Germany, $2,250,000; Great Britain,
$2,100,000; Italy, $210,000; and Japan, $600,000.

Mr. MANN. The appropriation in the Army Dbill for aero-
planes is $100,000. !

Mr. HAY. In the current bill it is $125,000.

Mr. MANN. It is included in the appropriation for the signal
service,

Mr. HAY. And we appropriated $125,000 for that purpose,

Mr, MANN, I thought it was $100,000. :

Mr. HAY. If was last year, but this year it was made
$125,000,

Mr. HELM. Did you not also carry over an unexpended
balance of $60,000 or $65,000%

Mr, HAY. Oh, no.
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Mr, IIOBSON. This commission has the head of the Signal
Corps as one of its members, and the Navy seeks no preponder-
ance or priority of authority.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is familiar with the reports that
have already been made from some of the committee of the
ITouse, pessibly not for an aerodynamie laboratory, but for
something along the same line, at once place in Ohio and one
place, I believe, in the South.

Mr, HOBSON, I do not think those are questions
legislation.

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr, HOBSON. I thought the experimental place in Texas
was a matter of assignment by the War Department.

Mr. MANN. There are bills on the subject in the House.

Mr. HOBSON. I do not say there are not. P

Mr, MANN. Bills which have been reported.

Mr., HOBSON. I have not seen them.

Mr. MANN. There are reported bills on the subject in the
House. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SaArr] has been very
much interested in the subject. The gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Harpwick] has been very much interested. He has had a
bill on the subject for some plant at some place in the South.

Mr., HOBSON. I have heard no objection, in the hearings
before our committee or elsewhere, to having a central aero-
dynamical laboratory similar to the ones they have in other
countries—in France, England, Italy, and Germany—where
they have found them absolutely necessary for the development
of the art of aviation and aerostatics. As far as I know, no
objection to this bill has been made by Members of Congress or
others interested in establishing stations in other places.

On the contrary, there is the most cordial concurrence by
those in civil life with the military and naval authorities over
this bill, Abroad several cerodynamic laboratories have been
establislred where the expense was met and defrayed partially
by the Government and partially by private citizens. I have
been unoflicially informed that as soon as this Government gives
proper encouragement to the movement in this country there
are many citizens of this country who are prepared to give the
same kind of cooperation in defraying expenses that has been
made abroad.

1 will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTer] that
there is probably no department of modern knowledge and scien-
tific progress that is more important than this department.
There is none in which the experimentation is as important or
as necessary as this, It took many, many decades of experi-
menting to determine the constants for the formulm used in
navigation of the water, and water navigation is not yet be-
yond the realm of experimentation. It will require the most
careful scientific experimentation to get the corresponding con-
stants for formulae for navigation of the air. Such experimenta-
tion as this commission would promote is necessary for the
proper development of the art and science of this navigation,
both for commercial purposes and the purpose of defense, in
which we have already fallen behind the rest of the world.

Mr. FOSTER. I want to say that I am not opposing the
establishment of this laboratory, but it seems to me that it is
useless to appoint a commission to determine whether we ought
to establish it. Now, I know that the gentleman's knowledge
of naval affairs is great and that his advice is good. I am
always glad to listen to him on these subjects. But it seems to
me that if it is necessary, and the gentleman shows by the
report here that the establishment of this laboratory in foreign
countries has been had and what good work is being done there,
in the light of that it seems to me useless to have a commis-
sion to determine whether we ought to establish a laboratory.
I might agree with the gentleman if he would bring in a bill to
establish a laboratory.

Mr. HOBSON. I will say to the gentleman that a bill will
be brought in before long for that purpose; but I want to say
to the gentleman that the authority of the commission, the
nature of its report, and all those questions raised by the gen-
tleman were gone into by the Naval Committee, and the gen-
tleman will find that while the bill does not direct the committee
to make a general investigation of the subject of the aero-
dynamic laboratory, it does call upon them to report recom-
mendations, with such facts as they have ascertained, and
their report will not be simply that the Government ought to
establish an aerodynamic laboratory, but it will go further.
The report will embody the plans for such a laboratory care-
fully formulated, with such information as they have gathered
from the rest of the world, and the plan will embody the
opinions of experts from all parts of the country and we will
ha“i this valuable result at practically no cost for their
services.

of pending

We are getting the services of 19 men of the highest achieve-
ment in that science practically free. All we are asked to do,
when they are doing the work for the Government as a labor
of love, is to dignify them by making it an official commission,
defraying their necessary traveling and hotel expenses. If we
report that, I can assure the gentleman from Illinois that it
will not be merely a question of reporting whether we otight
or ought not to have such a laboratory, and that I am sure he
himself will be much gratified and fully satisfied with the na-
ture of their report. After that report we will bring in a bill
based upon the information which has been gathered by the 19
members and their joint conclusions and plans, to establish a
proper aerodynamic laboratory in Washington for the use of
the Army, the Navy, and the Marine Corps and the use of civil-
ians and for all those interested in the art and science gen-
erally. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not persist in
his objection.

Mr. MANN. What will be the line of work of this aero-
dynamic laboratory if established?

Mr. HOBSON. I can tell the gentleman that, in my judg-
ment, it will be largely the same line of experimentation that
was made in the development in the art of nmavigation at sea,
only they will be dealing with a gas instead of a liquid; but
they will have to get similar constants for the various formuls,
which they can only get by systematic investigations. I could
go into detail and tell you about the question of thrust and the
question of friction, involving the pitch, shape, area of the
propellers, the lifting power, working area, obliquity, shape of
planes, and so forth.

Mr, MANN, That is what we want to hear about.
gentleman says he ean, but can he?

Mr. HOBSON. I think I can.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. I object.

AMENDING GENERAL PENSION LAW.

4@» next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 28003) to amend the general pension act of
May 11, 1912. ;

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. RusseLs], the author of this bill, is compelled to be away
to-day. He requested that I ask unanimous consent that the
bill might go over until another day.

Mr. MANN. Why should not we pass it now?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimons
.consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the bill read, and then
we will see if anybody objects to it. I do not believe there is
any objection to the bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the general pension act of Ma
hereby amended by striking out section § and adding in {1
new section, 80 as to read as follows:

* BEec. 5. That it shall be the dutg of the Commissioner of Pensions,
as each application for pension filed under this act is adjudicated, to
cause to be kept a record showing the name, length of service, and age
of each claimant, the monthly rate of payment granted to or received by
him, and the county and State of his residence ; and shall at the end of
the fiscal year 1914 tabulate the records so obtained by States and
counties, and to furnish certified copies thereof upon demand and pay-
ment of such fee therefor as Is provided by law
records in the executive departments; and that further increase of rate
under (his act on account or-advandnxl,- age shall be made without fur-
ther application by pensioner and shall take effect and commence from
the date he is shown by the aforesaid record to have attained the age
provided by this act as a basls of rating: Provided, That where a
claim has geen heretofore,adjundicated and the record therein does not
sufficiently establish the date of birth of the soldler or sallor pensioner
nothing herein shall prevent such further investigation as is decmed
necessary, In order to establish a record upon which future increases
of rate under this act, on account of advancing age, may be possible,
the object being to advance automatically the rate of pension
vided for by act, without unneceszary expense to t

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SLAYDEN. DMr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman from Illinois for a little information about this bill, I
could not get the entire purport of it from the reading of the
Clerk. It says something about automatic increases of pensions.

Mr, FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, for instance, a soldier is 66
years old. He gets his pension based upon that age, for his
service, whatever it may have been. The record shows and it
has been established that his age be 66. This bill provides that
when he becomes TO years of age he gets an increase given to
him automatically without his going through all the form of
an affidavit and a formal application.

Mr. MANN. DMr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, ¥
think the matter is very well stated in a letter sent by the

The
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gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rrssiin] to the Interior De-
partment, and a reply to that letter. He stated:

It Las always occurred to me that the increase of pensions by reason
of age ought to be allowed automatically, but I realize that your de-
partment ¢an not, withont mnch additional work in prepar lists,
tell when the inercase should begin, but 1 can see no mnecessity for
formal a‘i:pllcalions when all the necessary proof iz already on file,
}Im{ old soldiers are poor, afilicted, and many miles from a notar
publie, and if a wriiten notice was sufficient It would save them muc
trouble and expense and often avold delay.

Thereupon the department prepared a memorandum ywhich
went into this bill, for the purpose of obtaining and retaining—
which they get in the ordinary course—the addresses of these
goldiers. Under this bill as they grow older, and as age allows
an increase of penslon, it is allowed to them without their being
required to file an application for an increase.

Mr. FOSTER. When we passed the bill in 1008 all of the
widows' pensions were increased automaticaly, and this simply
provides that the increase shall be done in that way.

Mr. MANN. On account of age.

Mr. FOSTER. On account of age and nothing more.

AMr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, both gentlemen from Illinois,
like Plato, reason well.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole, as it is on the Union Calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

AMr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
objeet, will the gentleman from Illinois have any objection to a
short amendment being offered to the bill?

AMr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that. The
gentleman has the right to offer his amendment. I could not
prevent that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Commit-
tee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill for amend-
ment.

The Clerk again read the bill.

Mr. RODDENBERY, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

, on 1, line 12, after the semicolon foll
“ 'ﬁfggﬂ?; ﬁaﬁmr& the follow! - SIS 20n ol
a Tecord showing and

ascertainment first made
s f all el ts wh n:en?ﬁ:mphymta& mw
cla who a
g;n%‘:- ‘::fnthe Government service at a rate of pay orngalary in gxu:
of $1,000 per annum.',

The SPEAKER® The question Is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Georgia.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
RoppeNBeRY) there were—ayes 15, nays 35,

So the amendment was rejected. ;

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill. '
~The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and

On motion of Mr. FosTeER, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPT RIVER, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R, 27944) to authorize the city of Minneapolis,
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis-
sissippli River in said city.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacied, efo.,, That the city of Alinneapolis, in the county of
Mennepin and dtate of Minnesota, a municipal corporation organized
under the laws of the Btate of Minnesota , and It is hereby, au-
thorized to comstruct, maintaln, and operafe a lLridge and approaches
thereto across the Mississippi River from Third Avenue south, near its
intersection with First Street south on the west side of said river,
to the Intersection of SBecond SBtreet and First Avenue southeast, on the
east side of said river, in the city of Minneapolis, in the State of Minne-
sota, in aceordance with the previsions the act entitled “An act

to regulate the comstructlon of bridges over navigable waters,” ap-
proved March 23, 1900.
Brc. 2, That the right te alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby

expressly reserved,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows :

Strike ont all of section 1 after the enacting clause and insert in
lieu thereof the following:

“That the time for commencing and completing the bridge aunthor-
ized Ly the act of (‘ongress approved January 27, 1910, as amended by
the act approved Jauvary 27, 1012, to Lo built aeross the Mississippi
Itiver from Third Avenue sonth to First Avenue southeast, in the city of
Minneapolls, Minn., is hereby extended to one year and three years,
respectively, from date of approval hercof.”

The amendment was agreed to,

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the
time for constructing a bridge across the Mississippi River at
Minneapolig, Minn."”

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINKEAPOLIS, MIXX.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Constnt -
was the bill (H. R. 27988) to authorize the city of Minneapoifs,
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River in said eity.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the city of Minneapolis, in th iy
Hennepin and State of l:llnnesotn.yn. mun!cipa?o co?-pofauug %ﬁ-}%tilﬁ
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and it is hereby, author-
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approsches thereto
in said city across the Mississippi River, extending from Washington
Avenue north, near its intersection with Lyndale Avenue north and
Forty-second Lvenue, crosging the tracks of the Minneapolls, Bt. I'nul &
Sault Ste. Marle Rallway Co, and the Water Works Park, across the
river to the intersection of Thirty-seventh Avenue northeast, if extended,
with the river south of the pumping station, in such a manner as not
to impede or hinder na tion In river at the location above
stateld;.t mtgcco.rd:tnce cartth ;. b&mvl.sions of the ac;c entitled “An act to

e the construction o ! i
lﬁﬂc o A by dges over navigable waters,” approved

Sge. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER.
Chair hears none.

The Clerk read the commitiee amendment, as follows:

Strike out all of section 1 of the bil: after the enacting elause and

Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

Insert ni lilﬁeu :{ine]re%fo the following : - i
“*Tha @ for commenc and com
the brl authorized by the act of Con, Ele gfeamfnﬁﬁﬂ?;méf“i%ﬁf

gress
to be bullt across the Mississippl River from Washington A

near {ts intersection with Li'mfala Avenue north and l-‘gtrty-se:::(? 1?:&:2'
to Thirty-seventh Avenue northeast, in the city of Minneapolis, Minn., is
hereby extended to one year and years, respectively, from date of
approval hereof.” :

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the
time for constructing a bridge across the Mississippi River at
Minneapolis, Minn.”

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI BIVER, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 27980) to authorize the city of Minneapolis,
in the State of Minnesota, to construet a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River in said city.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the clty of Minneapolis, in t
Hennepin and State of Minnmtlf’u. _mu.nlclpePo a oo c&'ﬁﬁ;’ngé
under the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and it is hereby, author-
ized to ¢ ct, malntain, and operate a new br and approaches
thereto ae ver, where an old is now nd-
ing, th Avenue n , on the west side of sald river, tc
Eighth Avenue t, on the east side of sald river, In the city of
Minnea in the State of Minnesota, in accordance with the provi-
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the co ction of bri

over navigable waters,” a 006.
Sec. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is herehy

expressly
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.
The Clerk read the ecommittee amendment, as follows:
“egtrtke out all of section 1 except the enacting clause and insert In

1 £ the following:
“That the time for ing and completing the construction of

COMMmendc

the bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved February 15,
1910, as amended by the act approved Januar i.ei', 1912, to be built
across the Mississippl River, from Plymouth Innue north to Eighth
Avenue northeast in the city of Minneapalis, Minn., is hereby extended
to one year and three years, respectively, from date of approval bercof.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the
time for censtructing a bridge across the Mississippl River at
Minneapolis, Minn.” :

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 27987) to authorize the city of Minneapolis,
in the State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River in said ecity.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the city of Mlnnealpolu. in the county of
lm:ilﬁn and State of Minnesota, s municipal corporation orgatized
nnder the laws of the State of Minnesota btlzj and it is hereby, anthor-

maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thercto

across the lllssisni%pl River, extending from the intersectlon of Nine-

and Bluf Street across the river to the intersecs

tion of Tenth and University avenues southeast, in the city of Minme

n][i\olis, in the Btate of Minnesota, In accordance with the provisions of

the act entitled “An act to regulate the construetion of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906,

8ec. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objectlon?
Chair hears none,

The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows:

Btrike out all of section 1 after the enacting clase and insert in llen
thereof the fo!lowing :

“That the time for commencing and completing the construction of
the bridge authorized by the act of Congress approved January 27
1912, to be bullt across the Mississippl River from the intersection of
Nineteenth Avenue south and Bluff Street to the intersection of Tenth
and University Avenues southeast, in the city of Minneapolis, Minon., is
hereby extended to one year and three years, respectively, from date of
approval hereof."”

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend the
time for constructing a bridge across the Mississippi River at
Minneapolis, Minn."”

On motion of Mr. Nyg, a motion to reconsider the votes by
which the above four bills were passed was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER 1IN NORTH DAKOTA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 27879) providing authority for the Northern
Pacific Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Missouri
River in section 36, township 134 north, range 79 west, in the
State of North Dakota.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Northern Pacific Rallway Co., a corpora-
tion organized under the laws of Wisconsin, its successors and assigns,
are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto across the Missouri River at a point snitable to the
interests of navigation in section 86, township 134 north, range 79 west,
in the State of North Dakota, in accordance with the provisions of the
act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navi-
gable waters,” approved March 23, 1 .

SEc. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby

expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER. [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is on the Unanimous
‘Consent Calendar in another place. ;

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will sirike it off where it ap-
pears at another place.

PUBLICITY IN TAKING EVIDENCE UNDER THE SHERMAN ANTITRUST
LAW,

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (8. 8000) providing for publicity in taking evidence
under the act of July 2, 1890.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That in the taking of depositions of witnesses for
use in any sult in equity brought by the United States under the act
entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful
restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890, and in the hearings
before ang examiner or specinl master npgo!nted to take testimony
therein, the proceedings shall be open to the public as freely as are
trials in open court; and no order excluding the public from attendance
on any such proceedings shall be valid or enforceable.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, it
seems to me, I will say to the gentleman from®Nebraska [Mr.
Nogrris], that the Supreme Court having recently made some
rulings which very much reformed the procedure in court, that
it is a matter of doubtful propriety for us o try to enact a new
rule right following that.

I would like to encourage the Supreme Court to make rules
all along the line of procedure and provide a rule that would
not only prevent depositions under the trust law being secret,
but prevent the taking of any depositions in secret.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to say to the gentleman that I
agree fully with what he says, but there are reasons that I
think will appeal to the gentleman why this law should be
passed as affecting the so-called Sherman antitrust law that do
not apply to cases generally. As he knows, it is the universal
rule—I presume there has been no exception to it—that in every
case commenced under that act the evidence is always taken
by a master, because it is scattered over the country, and he
goes around from place to place and takes the evidence, and
he is a good while taking it. And the ordinary case that as a
rule is heard in court is somewhat different. Almost universally
in these cases practically all of the evidence is taken by the
master and taken at various places. The Attorney General tells
me that in this particular case where the guestion was raised
in Boston it was the first time it ever had been raised. Every-
body supposed, or at least the department did, that the taking
of the testimony by the master must be taken in public the
same as in open court. e also tells me that in these cases he
has never known an exception to this rule; that at various times
the publicity that is given to the taking of the evidence as the

[After a pause.] The

Is there objection?

case progresses, it usually taking several months to take the
evidence—he, on account of such publicity, gets additional
evidence that he is able to offer in the case before the case is
finally closed. Now, the evidence taken in this way in the aggre-
gate constitutes hundreds and =sometimes thousands of pages, so
that when it gets into court, if this ghould be secret until that
time, it means it always will be secref, because it is too great
and voluminous for any attention to be paid to it by anyone.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt whatever in my
own mind, so far as the Unifed States courts are concerned,
that all evidence ought to be taken in public. They do not try
divorce cases or things of that sort. But here is a proposition
to have Congress immediately after the making of equity rules
by the Supreme Court provide that in a certain class of cases
evidence shall be publie.

Mr. NORRIS. The equity rules of the Supreme Court do not
apply here.

Mr, MANN. I understand they do not cover this; thereby
giving the impression to the courts and masters that the taking
of evidence in other cases may properly be in secret. I think
if the Supreme Court has its attention directed to the case the
gentleman speaks of, or any case on the subject, that the court
will make a rule permitting the taking of testimony by any
master or examiner in secret, which would be far better, in my
judgment, than enacting this info law.

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinols that
I think he readily concedes that there is a reason, as I have,
in my weak way, tried to give, for the enactment of this law
as applied to these cases, that does not apply to the ordinary
case. .

Mr. MANN. No; I do not see any reason that does not apply
to the ordinary case,

Mr. NORRIS. The reason is——

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman’s reasoning is good. I
do not wish the gentleman to misunderstand me, And 1 think
it is also good on other occasions,

Mr. NORRIS. There is not any other class of cases that I
know of where it is the almost universal rule that all the
evidence is taken by a master or a traveling court. Most of this
evidence in the ordinary case is taken in open court.

Mr. MANN. On the contrary, the bulk of the testimony in
all of the interstate cases is taken by the master and not taken
in open court.

Mr. NORRIS. I presume the cases the gentleman refers to
are cases under this Sherman antitrust act.

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. They are cases in which the In-
terstate Commerce Commission is interested, and have nothing
to do with the Sherman antitrust cases, and there are many
cases in which not only the Government is interested, and other
parties interested, and are now tried where the bulk of the
testimony is taken by deposition, although the court in recent
rulings endeavors to have as much testimony taken in open
court as possible. But take one of the railroad cases involving
rates of fare, and I do not want fo give the masters or exam-
iners the impression that they can take that testimony in secret,

Mr. NORRIS. And I do not either, I will say to the gentle-
man. But let us now consider it just for a moment. It is con-
ceded by everybody that there are some cases that arise in court
wherg there are reasons why the evidence should be taken in
secre

Mr. MANN. What kind of a case? I do not concede any-
thing of the kind in dny case that comes before the United
States court.

Mr. NORRIS. There are hundreds of men who ¢laim it, for
instance, in cases, as it was referred to in this particular case
I had reference to up in Massachusetts, where the object of the
case is to obtain secrecy and the publication of the evidence
would absolutely nullify the judgment that somebody is seeking
in the court. And there are other cases where the evidence
might be immoral and indecent, or something of that kind,
where the court, for that reason, might order it taken in secret,
but none of these reasons exist in cases brought by the Govern-
ment under the Sherman antitrust act, and this bill applies only
to such cases. ]

The exceptions are very few; I admit it. But if we made
this law general we would not be able to get it passed, because
there are exceptions that ought to exist.

Mr. MANN. Is not that a very good reason, then, why it
ought to be handled by the Supreme Court in making its rules,
s0 that it can provide for the exceptions?

Mr. NORRIS. If the Supreme Court had such rules with
regard to evidence taken in such cases, that would be well., I
can not speak with authority on that subject, but, in my judg-
ment, in this particular case, where the court ordered the evi-
dence to be taken in secref, it means that the United States
Government will go no further in the case.
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Mr. MANN.
the gentleman,

Mr. NORRIS. It is a denial of justice.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman ylield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman.

Mr., KENDALIL. I understood the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Maxx] to suggest that the Supreme Court had recently
promulgated certain rules covering the practice, but their rules
were not inclusive of this case?

Mr. MANN. That is what I said.

Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman also advanced the idea that
if an abuse of this sort occurred the court might correct it. I
assume it is the inferior court the gentleman has reference to?

Mr. MANN. No; the Supreme Court.

Mr. KENDALL. The rules of the Supreme Court were pro-
mulgated after this Massachusetis case?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. MANN. That may be true. They may have been promul-
gated after that, They were prepared, I understand, before this
gquestion arose.

Mr. KENDALL. In this Massachusetts case, on complaint,
I suppose, of the Attorney General, or the law officer of the
Department of Justice, an appeal was made to the court to
direct the master to order an open bearing, and the court, after
very careful deliberation, approved entirely the action of the
master.

Mr. MANN. It may be the conrt was right. I do not knuw.

Mr. KENDALL., The gentleman can conceive of a case.

AMr. NORRIS. I am not contending that the court was wrong
as a matter of law. I do not believe the Government could
get that order reversed if it tried to. I have read the proceed-
ings, and there was very little of if on either side. I think it
was conceded by both sides that it was a matter in which the
court had the discretionary right to say either way, and if this
bill is not passed the court can provide that a hearing shall be
gecret, and the Supreme Court can not set aside that order.

Mr. MANN. The Supreme Court can issume an order any day
amending the rules.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; but a case would not be reversed if it
went up on that particular account.

Mr. KENDALL. It is not contended that any law was vio-
lated by the judge. It was simply an impropriety?

Mr, NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. -

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate fully the value of
the suggestion made by the genfleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
that there ought not be any special legislation where a general
rule or a general statute could take care of the subject matter
of any proposed legislation. I think that is a wise and salu-
tary rule to be observed in lawmaking. But there are exeep-
tions to the rule which are just as wise as the rule, and those
exceptions sometimes are themselves of greater wisdom than a
mere adherence to the rule.

Now, in this case, as everybody knows, the case of the Shoe
Machinery Trust, which called for this special legislation, no
suit or proceeding can be begun under the Sherman antitrust
law, so called, as this suit against the Shoe Machinery Co. was
begun, except by the consent and by the authority and in the
name of the Attorney General. Now, the Attorney General, in
the administration of justice and in the prosecution of that
proceeding has found himself hampered by a rule of the court,
and he has appealed to the Congress to remove that obstacle.

He claims that in this very case against the Shoe Machinery
Manufacturing Trust, in Boston, the order of Judge Puinam
that the testimony be taken behind closed doors has worked to
ihe detriment of the correct administration of public justice;
and from the fact that he has asked for this legislation I infer
that he has been unable to get relief anywhere else. I infer
that he has been unable to get relief from Judge Putnam’s
court, and he is unable to get relief through any rules of the
Supreme Court. Therefore he appeals to Congress to pass
this act.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ala-
bama tell us what, if any, reason was assigned by the judge who
ordered that testimony to be taken in secret?

Mr, CLAYTON. I am not apprised of the reason the judge
gave for his ruling.

Mr. COOPER. What reason could he give?

Mr. CLAYTON. I can not imagine any; but whether he had

I do not know what the case is, I will say to

a reason or not, he did it, and we are trying to correct what I
believe to be an obstruction to the correct administration of
Jjustice.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman know in
what way a Government case would be prejudiced as a conse-
quence of an order of this kind? I assume, of course, that
neither of the parties to the proceeding would be excluded, nor
would their counsel. Both parties would be made fully cogni-
zant of every step taken in the proceedings. Now, what I would
like to ask the gentleman is in what way is the Government or
the Attorney General prejudiced by the order to take the testi-
mony in secret?

Mr. CLAYTON. I can not answer exactly what reason the
Attorney General may give for it, because I do not have it -
rectly from the Attorney General, and I do not wish fo give
reasons which may be chargeable to him, but I want to give
what I suppose to be his reasons. In all these matters like the
shoe machinery trust case the public is interested, and in every
one of these investigations, through the medium of spreading
the information through the press and through the bystanders
who heard it, public information has been disseminated, and in
many cases the Department of Justice has had its attention
called to other facts with which it was unacquainted until
these public hearings.

Bometimes the bystanders have heard things and the Attorney
General has derived information from them which, if they had
been excluded from the hearings, he perhaps would not have
gotten. Sometimes the matter has gone to the press and has
been discussed there, and from that source he has derived fur-
ther information beneficial to him in the successful prosecution
of suits against the trusts. At any rate, the Attorney General
has said not only to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Nog-
Rr1s], who introduced the bill on this subject in the House, but
to Senator Nersox, of Minnesota, that he regarded it as im-
portant that the taking of testimony in these suits hereafter
should be in publie. I think I am violating no confidence when
I say that the distinguished Senator from Minnesota [AMr. NEr-
sox] said he introduced this bill and secured its passage
through the Senate at the request of the Attorney General, and
that it was prepared at the Department of Justice, and that the
reason for it was that in a recent suit instituted by the De-
partment of Justice under the antitrust law against the Boot
and Shoe Machinery Manufacturing Trust in Boston United
States Circuit Judge Putnam ordered that the testimony before
the master be taken behind closed doors. This the Attorney
General, so the Senator from Minnesota thinks, rightfully ob-
jected to and insisted that the taking of the testimony should
be open to the publie.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the day has long since passed when we
should have star-chamber proceedings, and the public has a
right to know, especially in a matter like the Shoe Machinery
Trust case, what is going on, because a suit of that kind is not
between private parties. It is a suit in behalf of the people.
It is inaugurated by the Attorney General, and can not be
inangurated except through the Department of Justice, and it
is peculiarly a public matter and the public is pecnliarly inter-
ested in it, and it can not be said that there can be any sound
public policy why the testimony should be taken in secret. I
assume it will not be said that the disclosures will be so inde-
cent as to shock the publie. If the trust has been guilty of any-
thing so wrong, so shocking to the sensibilities of a judge, the
people ought to know about it; and they have a right to have
these hearings in the open, as they have always been before.

At any rate, the chief law officer of the Government has ad-
vised Congress that it would promote the administration of
public justice to have this bill passed, and I am quite willing
to take his judgment, because he is primarily chargeable with
the execution of the law.

Mr. BURKH of Pennsylvania. I would just as soon take the
judgment of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary
on that subject.

Mr. CLAXTON. I thank the gentleman for the compliment,
If it is of any value, I will say that the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary agrees with the Attorney General,

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I do not dissent from the
gentleman's opinion, but I wanted to know if there was any
special reason, growing out of any particular case, that made
it necessary for the passage of this legislation. It seems to me
that there might be cases where trade secrets might be dis-
closed. for we all know that there have been improvident prose-
cutions.

Mr. CLAYTON. To meet that objection, this bill is limited
in its nature.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvanin. With reference to the Sher-
man antitrust law, but I believe there have been cases brought
under that statute where it ought not to apply.

Mr. CLAYTON. The fact that it is limited met with the dis-
approval of the gentleman from Illinois, as I understood it.
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Mr. MANN. 1If this bill was referred to the Attorney Gen-
eral and Ie expressed an opinion in regard to it, was there any
special reason why that epinion should not be furnished to the
House?

Mr. NORRIS. It was not referred to the Attorney General,
and, with the exception of a slight change, it was drawn by the
Attorney General.

Mr. MANN, Every department of the Government draws a
great many bills for Members of Congress. I would like to have
the department express its opinion in writing.

Mr. NORRIS. The Attorney General was not asked by the
committee to do that, but he has referred to this particular case
in this report, published and before Congress.

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS., Iecommending this very legislation.

Mr. MANN. That is frue. I have no doubt the Attorney
General is in favor of it.
Mr. NORRIS. Why should we refer the bill back to the

Attorney General after he had prepared it?

Mr. MANN. So as fo have a statement in reference to it.
The Attorney General is conducting a lawsuit. He has been
unable to get the judge to do what he wants done, and there-
upon he proposes to force the judge to do it by legislation
through Congress for the purpose of affecting that particular
lawsuit.

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman from Illinois think the
Attorney General is trying to cover up anything?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Illinois would not put it
upon that ground. I have great confidence in the Attorney
General.

Mr. NORRIS. If the gentleman's criticism is correct, it
ought to go to the committee and not fo the Attorney General.

Mr. MANN. I am not criticizing.

AMr. NORRIS. The Attorney General, I know, would not
object to giving his opinion.

Mr. MANN. I asked if there was any reason why we did
not have the opinion of the Attorney General, and the gentleman
from Nebraska has given the reason, and that is satisfactory,
go far as I am concerned. But I am not satisfied to pass the
bill by nnanimous consent.

Mr. BURKE of Iennsylvania.
Nebraska yield?

Mr. NORRIS. For a question.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman indicate
what benefit there would be derived by the passage of this
particular provision to open to the public this testimony?

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman has asked a question which I
will answer. The first reason is that unless there is some rea-
son to the contrary, the proceedings of court should always be
open to the public. If we are going to permit the decision of
this courl to stand—and I do not know how we can meet it
without a change of the law—you will be met at the threshcld
of every prosecution under the Sherman antitrust law with an
application for a secret bearing. In effect, it will mean that in
every case under the Sherman sntitrust law the evidence shall
Le buried apd not given to the public if we do not pass this
legislation. |

Further answering the genflaman, I want to say that these
cases to which this act would apply are always cases in which
the United States Government is a party, commenced by the
Attorney General of the United States. He represents the peo-
ple of the United States, and any citizen ought to have the right
to go info the court and have cognizance of the proceedings,
. particularly in a case where the people of the United States are
a party.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. If that is true, why did the
gentleman qualify and make an exception in some cases? If
the courts are to be opened, why ought they not to be opened in
all cases?

Mr. NORRIE. If we should come in here with a general act
there would be a dozen objectlons, and one would be that there
might be some case where the testimony was immoral and’ in-
decent and where the court ought to have a right to make it
secret.

Then they would say it would apply to other cases where
-the evidence is taken in open court rather than by a master,
as in fthis case. The reason why we are not having it apply
generally is we want to avoid the very objection the gentle-
man seems inelined to make because we did not include all the
cases. We concede there may be cases in which the hearing
ought to be secret.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman
can conceive why there should be exceptions made with refer-
ence to other laws, is it not possible that other gentlemen can

Will the gentleman from

conceive why there should be exceptions made in the adminis-
tration of this law? :

Mr. NORRIS. I concede that is right, and If the gentleman
can point out sny reason why there should not be publicity, I
think that is proper.

Mr, BURKE of Pennsylvania. I simply point out this fact.
There has been no reason pointed out by the proponents of this
bill why this particular statute should be taken out and made
an exeeption of when it comes to its enforcement by the Attor-
ney General.

Mr. NORRIS. 1 thought I had stated that to the gentleman
in the first place. One reason for it is that, unless there should
be reasons given to the contrary, there ought to be publicity in
court proceedings, and no man has ever yet been able to give
any reason why there should not be publicity in cases under the
Sherman Antitrust Act.

Mr. BARTLETT. In this particular case what was the rea-
son?

Mr. NORRIB. I am answering one question and I will yield
to the gentleman just as soon as I get through with this answer.
Another reascn why this class of cases should be made public is
becaunse the testimony is always taken by a referee, a master.
The gentleman understands that under the Sherman antitrust
law there will be some evidence taken in San Francisco and
some in Massachusetts. It is scattered around. A master is
appointed and he may consume six months in taking the testi-
mony.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object——

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to finish my answer.
The master is traveling all over the country taking evidence.
He takes some in Kansag City, and then he goes to Omaha,
where he takes some more evidence, and then in New York City,
and go on around the country. When he gets through he has a
large amount of evidence, thousands of pages, perhaps. If the
public are excluded from the hearings in Kansas City and in
Omaha, the public does not know what the evidence is until it
is filed in open court. At that time if there is any reason why
publicity should be given, it disappears for the reason that no
man would go through such a voluminous record. C

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. YWho is to decide the issue in
that judicial proceeding—the public or the judge?

Mr. NORRIS. I will tell the gentleman where the publie
comes in, if the gentleman does not think the public ought to
be in as a matter of right. The result will be that there will
be no publicity, as a matter of practice, in these cases unless
the publicity takes place when the evidence is produced before
the master. In every case yet that the present Attorney Gen-
eral has ever commenced under the Sherman Antitrust Act, and
he has commenced more than any other Attorney General, there
has never been one yet where in some hearing evidence was not
developed and given to the public which was the means of giving
to him additional evidence, which he offered in the case before
it was finally finished. So that in this class of cases, if the
newspapers publish what one witness or another witness testi-
fies to before the master, some man a thousand miles away will
read it and he will write to the Attorney General and give him
some information that is of material benefit in the case.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TOWNBEND. Mr. Speaker, has a reservation of objec-
tion been made upon this bill?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Is the gentleman who kas made the reser-
vation too jealous of it to allow the rest of us to enjoy some of
its benefits?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. The gentleman
from Illinois [Mr., Maxx] made the reservation.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New Jersey
will propound that question so that I can understand it, I will
be very glad to answer it. I could not understand it as pro-
pounded before.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, T think that a proposition com-
ing from the Attorney General of the United States is entitled
to great weight, wherein he says that there is not a case where
publicity has been given that it has not assisted him.

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The fact that the Attorney
General has instituted a prosecution under the Sherman anti-
trust law becomes a mafter of public knowledge the moment
the papers are filed. The newspapers throughout the United
States make that known, especially the papers of the com-
munity where the offending party resides.

Now, a suit already having been begun by the I'ederal Govern-
ment and knowing such a proceeding is in course of being con-




2514

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE.

FEBRUARY 3,

cluded, and knowing that such a complaint is made against a
particular institution, what additional virtue is there to be
found in inviting the public into these hearings where trade
secrets and methods of doing business are in line with every-
thing that is legitimate, fair, and proper? What is to be gained
by admitting the public there for the purpose of ascertaining
those secrets and peddling them to their rivals?

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman dispute the word of the
Attorney General?

Mr. BURKE ©of Pennsylvania. I have not the word of the
Attorney General, I have the gentleman’s word that——

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman deny that I am telling
him correctly?

AMr. BURKE of Pennsylvania.
gentleman’s word at all.

Mr. NORRIS. There is the reply; the gentleman’s question
is answered.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt of the word of
the gentleman from Nebraska on anything. I had intended,
if I may say to the gentleman, when this matter came up to
move to sirike out the restriction and let it apply to all hear-
ings, but the gentleman has convinced me that there are some
cases, which I can not imagine myself, where there ought to be
secrecy, o I do not feel disposed to make that motion if the
bhill comes up. On the other hand, I think it requires further
attention, and for the present, at least, I shall object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and
the bill is stricken from the calendar.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL.

Alr. FLOOD of Virginia, from the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 28607) making appropriations
for the consular and diplomatic service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1914, which was read the first and second time, and,
with the accompanying report (No. 1434), ordered printed and
referred to the Committee of the YWhole House on the state of

I do not; I do not doubt the

the Union. .
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on the
bill.
UNALLOTTED TRIBAL LANDS OF THE CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW

NATIONS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent ivas
the bill (8. 5676) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
set aside for sanatorium purposes not to execeed four sections
of the unallotted tribal lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations of Oklahoma.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized to deslﬁnnte and set aside not to exceed four sections
of the unallotted lands belonging to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes
of Indians in Oklahoma, said reservation being for the purpose of pro-
viding land on which to build a sanatorium or sanatoria for the bene-
fit of sald tribes of Indians,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? “

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, who-
ever is in charge of the bill I would like to ask if he intends to
ask for the passage of the bill or for the amendment, which is
not shown by the bill reported by the committee?

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, we intend to ask for the passage
of the substitute as shown in the report.

Mr. MANN. Waell, then, I shall object.

The SPEAKER. Did the Chair understand the gentleman
from Illinois to say he would object?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the right to object.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Mr, Speaker, I desire also to
reserve the right to object.

Mr. MIANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the gentleman ought
to expect to come in here with a bill where they report an
amendment which is not reported in such shape that it is re-
ported with the bill where it should be—only printed in the
report—gross negligence by some one—carrying an appropria-
tion which the original bill does not do, and then, having ob-
tained the consent of the House to consider the same bill, pro-
poses to consider something entirely different that never was
properly presented fo the House,

Mr. CARTER., Mr. Speaker, I presume that was a mistake
of the printer, or some one,

Mr. MANN. Ob, it is not a mistake of the printer at all.

Mr. CARTER. Well, where does the mistake lie?

Mr. MANN. I do not know where it lies, but it lies with
somebody—probably lies with the gentleman who made the
report !

Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman said the printer, or some one,

Mr. MANN. That is my friend from Oklahoma.

Mr, CARTER. Does the gentleman consider that I am not
some one?

- Mr. MANN. No; I think the gentleman is a big one—nearly
the whole thing in these matters.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I will admit I did not look after
sending the copy to the printer. I did tell the eclerk of the
committee what I would like to have in the report, and the gen-
tleman from Illinois certainly understands that Members do not
have time to look after all these details.

Mr. MANN. Well, I know I have made more reports on bills
to this House than any man in the House, unless it be from the
Committee on Pensions, and I have never brought a report to the
House without looking at the bill and the report to see whether
it was properly marked.

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman certainly does not expect the
perfection in the ordinary Member that he has acquired:

Mr. MANN. I expect more in the gentleman from Oklahoma
than I ever expect to acquire before I get to the other world.

I know how this occurred. The gentleman, instead of giving
it to the printing clerk and putting in the basket a marked copy
of the bill itself, showing the amendment, simply showed the
amendment in the report. The printing clerk does not read
through the long reports presented by committees in order to
ascertain what amendments are proposed and £x up the bill
accordingly. They would have to have 40 printing clerks if
that were done. There should be filed with the report two
copies of the bill. I asked the gentleman whether he was willing
to have the Senate bill and pass it, or whether he wanted to
take the House substitute that was not before the House.

Mr. CARTER. The bill as it passed the Senate only provides
there shall be 2,500 acres of land, without any appropriation
for the hospital at all. The House bill, as we expected to have
it, provides an appropriation of $50,000 for the building of the
hospital. Now, we have not any use for the land to be set aside
unless we have the appropriation for the hospital.

Mr. MANN. The appropriation belongs in the Indian appro-
priation bill. If this bill should pass and go to the President
and be signed, the gentleman weuld probably, without any diffi-
culty at all, have inserted in the Indian appropriation bill
$50,000, or even $£50,000,000, for the purpose.

Mr. CARTER. But that would put it off for another year,

| Mr. Speaker, and this is a very urgent matter.

Mr. MANN. I do not think it would put it off at all, although
I do not think it would hurt very much if it were put off for
another year.

Mr. CARTER. We could not have the appropriation this
vear if we passed the bill, because I think the Indian appropria-
tion bill will be reported to the Senate right away—in fact, it
may be reported to-day.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. I want to ask the gentleman
from Oklahoma [Mr. Carter] if the Senate substitute carries
with it an appropriation of $50,0007%

Mr. CARTER. The Senate bill has no substitute. The Sen-
ate passed the bill originally. The House substitute does carry
an appropriation of $50,000.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi.
land?

Mr. CARTER. With the four sections of land.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. On that line I want to say a
word, because I do not think the gentleman from Illinois [Mrpr,
MaxnnN] understands the situation perhaps. As I understand it,
the Choctaw Council has made an appropriation of $30,000 out
of their own money, and that Iias been approved, as I under-
stand it, by the President. Am I correct?

Mr., CARTER. That is correct.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Now, this simply ratifies it
and allows them to expend their own money for this purpose,
which, to my notion, is a much Letter way of disposing of this
amount of money than paying it to them per capita, which we
would be obliged to do.

Mr. MANN, That is ordinarily true. We are not supposed
on unanimous-consent days to pass appropriations, much less
appropriations like this. I think it would be bad practice to
pass such an amendment as is proposed here.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. I want to ask the genfleman
from South Dakota [Mr. Burke] if in approving this matter
?Ir.d'l‘nft says that the $50,000 is to be taken out of the Choctaw
und?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is what I have stated.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippl. Why not the Choctaw and
Chickasaw fund?

Mr. BURKE of Sonth Dakotn. The gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. Carrer] probably can explain. My understanding is
that it is to be a Choctaw matter, and the Chickasaws are not
to participate in it.

Mr. CARTER. There was some doubt of the propriety of
Congress to appropriate funds of any of the Five Civilized

With the four sections of
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Tribes for such purpese as this without their consent. We had
the consent of the Choctaw Council, but not of the Chickasaw
legislature, for the uge of these funds, and the governor of
the Chickasaw Nation objected to having any appropriation
made for this purpose out of Chickasaw funds unless the Chicka-
saw legislature agreed to it. For that reason we made it a
Choctaw proposition at the request of the chief of the Choctaws.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Did the Chickasaw Council
agree that their land should be allotted?

Mr, CARTER. There is no allotment of land. The Chickasaw
legislature took no action in the premises for the very good
reason that they have not met for several years, but the gov-
ernor of the Chickasaws said that in view of the fact that the
land where the hospital would be built was worth very little
money he would make no objection to the use of the land, but
did object to any part of the appropriation coming out of the
Chickasaw funds unless the Chackasaws agreed to it

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Why is it necessary to have
four sections of land to use for sanitarium purposes?

Mr. CARTER. I do not know that it is nee 5

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippl. That is what you purpose to

Ive.

7 Mr. CARTER. We {followed the recommendations of the
Choctaw Council.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippl. Who is supposed under this
bill to attend to this sanitarium?

Mr, CARTER. The Secretary of the Interior, under rules
and regulations, will appoint somebody to attend to it, I presume.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippl. Who are allowed to attend
there for treatment?

Mr. CARTER. Any bona fide Choctaw.: That might not
mean that people from your State with less than one two-hun-
dred-and-fifty-sixths Indian, and who are now attempting to
divest the Choctaws of Oklahoma of some of their just rights,
would be admitted.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippl. That means that no part of
this sum shall be used for the treatment of any Choctaw from
Mississippi, and that those Choctaws are to be cut off ?

Mr. CARTER. It might mean the keeping out of many thou-
sands of people who, though they may be among the best people
in the gentleman’s State, yet to all intents and purposes are
Indians for revenue only. [Laughter.]

Mr, HARRISON of Mississippi. Then I will object to the
bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects.

Mr., MANN. I wish the gentleman would withhold his ob-
jection for a moment.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi.
reserve the right to object.

Mr. MANN. I would like to know whether the gentlemen
are willing to pass the Senate bill as reported in the House
without the amendment, which is not shown on the face of the
bill, because, as a matter of practice, I shall object to the pass-
ing of the bill with an amendment here, reported back to the
House with a report recommending the striking out of all after
the enacting clause, but not showing it on the bill, so that
Members are not put on guard. That is an exceedingly bad
practice.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Speaker, I shall not attempt to say any-
thing, or contend that the report is properly gotten up. We all
agree about that. But I want to call the attention of the
gentleman to one or two things before he knocks the bill off the
calendar——

Mr. MANN. Which I shall do unless the gentlemen are will-
ing to take the original bill.

Mr. FERRIS. I want the gentleman to understand one or
two facts before he does that. The Choctaw legislature, which
is a legisiative body, has formally passed this bill, the president
has approved it. It is now up to Congress to ratify it.

Mr. MANN. I know that

Mr. FERRIS. The Choctaw legislature spent most of the
winter considering and passing upon this proposition.

Then, Mr. Speaker, I will

Mr. MANN. Yes; they appropriated $30,000, but it requires
our approval.
Mr. FERRIS. And the President of the United States has

sent to this Congress at this session a long message particularly
urging upon us the necessity of the profection of the Indians
from disease.

Mr. MANN, T understand that.

Mr. FERRIS. And when the Indian appropriation bill was
up, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] and others belabored the com-
mittee for not appropriating more of the moneys of the Federal
Government for this purpose. The object of this bill is to
appropriate the money of the Indian people, and they them-

selves have appropriated it, to do the very thing that the
President has asked to be done by his special message, and to
do the very thing about which the gentleman from Illinois and
others complained, because it was not done. I think the gentle-
man ought to let the Indians spend some of their own money
for this purpose, when it is concéded so necessary by everyone
who knows the facts.

Mr. MANN. I shall not prevent them. The money will still
be there and will still be used for that purpose.

Mr. FERRIS. But there will be no hospital there, and the
Indians can not their money only as they come to
Congress for their anthomity.

Mr. MANN. There may be no hospital ; that is true.

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippl objects, and
the bill is siricken from the ecalendar. The Clerk will report
the next one,

MEMORIALS TO THOMAS JEFFERSON AND ALEXANDER HAMILTON.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 745) providing for the erection of a statue
to Thomas Jefferson at Washington, D. C.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

An act (8. 745) providing for the erection of a statue to Thomas Jef-
ferson, at Washington, D. C.

Be it enacted, ele., That a commission Is hereby created, to be com-
Eosed of the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Committee on the
ibrary of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on the
Library of the House of Representatives, of the Sixty-second Congress,
to select a site on the public grounds In the District of Columbia,
exclusive of the Capitol Grounds and the grounds of the Library of Con-
, for a statue of Thomas Jefferson to cost, complete, not to exceed
%100,000; and, to procure plans and s for the same to be reported
Congress during its next session, the sum of $5,000 is hereby appro-
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appmprl';teg.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to have read the amendment proposed by the com-
mittee. »

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

That a commission is hereby created, to be composed of the SBecretary
of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the chairman of the Committee
on the Library of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on
the Library of the House of Relpresentatives of the Sixty-second Con-
gress, to select sites on the publie grounds in the Distriet of Columbi
exciusive of the-Capitol Grounds and the grounds of ‘the Library o
Congress, for memorials to Thomas Jefferson and Alexander Hamilton,
to cost, complete, not to exceed $100,000 each; and to procure plans
and designs for the same, to be reported to Congress during its next

on, sum of $10,0C0 Is hereh{ appropriated out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropria <

Sec. 2. There shall be deducted from the.$100,000 authorized for the
erection of the memorial to Alexander ton a sum equal to that
t.al;rs%:?n 3;:: to the commlss-lon by the Alexander Hamilton Memorial

. 8. The designs of the memor to t
of st?:?: Con'fmlssﬁasnggf I"i::lte11 Arts, e e et T vt

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx]
reserves the right to object.

Mr. SLAYDEN rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]

is recognized.
Mr. SLAYDEN." Mr. Speaker, I had expected that the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpxer], who made the report
on this measure, would be in the House. Oh, I beg the gentle- °
man’s pardon; I see he is here. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, two bills
came over from the Senate, one providing for a statue of Thomas
Jefferson, and the other providing for a statue of Alexander
Hamilton. They came to our Committee on the Library, and we
thought it best to combine the two bills together and present the-
measure to the House in the present form.

As a matter of fact, there has been a Hamilten Memorial As-
sociation for some time which has raised about $6,000, and we
provide in this bill that that $6,000 shall be turned into the fund
of $100,000 to be devoted to the erection of a statue to Hamilton.
In the past there has been legislation looking toward the erection
of a monument to Jefferson.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of the
right to object.

Mr. COX. I renew it.

The SPEAKER. The genileman from Illinols withdraws his
reservation of the right to object, and the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. Cox] makes a reservation of his own.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetis. Nothing has been done
under the prior resolution, I think, largely owing to the death
of John Hay. That is the whole story.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts in-
form the House, if he can, what has become of the fund raised
by the sale of a very handsome edition of the works of Thomas
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Jefferson for the purpose of erecting in this city a memorial
hall in honor of Jefferson.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I do not know. I know
nothing about that. This is the first time I ever heard of it.

Mr. COOPER. I ask because I have $60 invested in those
books myself. v

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman got the books, did he not?

AMr. COOPER. I got the books. :

Mr. MONDELIL. Were they worth the money?

Mr. BARTLETT. They were well worth the money.

Mr: MANN, They were worth the money if you could not get
them for less. .

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. T think the gentlemen
who were members of the committee at that time are not now
on the committee. Iossibly the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
SLAYDEN] may have some recollection about it.

Mr. COOPER. I should like to ask the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Staypex], chairman of the Committee on the Li-
brary, if he knows what has become of that fund?

Mr. SLAYDEN. I could not hear the gentleman’s inquiry.

- Mr. COOPER. Several years ago a society was organized,
the exact name of which I do not recollect, but my impression
is that it was the Jefferson Memorial Association——

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is correct.

AMr. COOPER (continuing). The purpose of which was to
secure funds by the sale of copies of the works of Thomas
Jefferson to erect a memorial building to him in this city.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I regret to say that I can not advise the
gentleman about that. I was a subscriber to the work—20
volumes, as I remember—and I think I paid $60 for them.

AMr. COOPER. I was a subseriber and paid $60. [Laughter.]

Mr. SLAYDEN. The books were worth the money. They
were the best collection of Jefferson’s works that I have ever
seen, and I do not regret the investment; but if the association
ever made any money out of the publication I do not know of
it. The Commiitee on the Library had no connection whatever
with it.

Mr. CANNON. If I may be allowed, a gentleman sitting not a
great distance from me suggests that the two gentlemen who
bought the books were easy marks.

Mr. COOPER. In reply to the gentleman from Tllinois T will
say that, in my judgment, T was not taken in at all in purchas-
ing the works of Thomas Jefferson. I have read them with
great pleasure and profit. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

AMr. McCOY. Mr. Speaker, as there seem to be so many
suckers in the House, T suggest that the inquiry of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin be referred to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER, The gentleman moves that this bill be re-
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.
Those in favor will say aye.

The affirmative vote was taken.

Mr. MANN. AMr. Speaker, unanimous consent to consider the
bill has not yet been given. .

The SPEAKER. That is true. Did the gentleman from New
Jersey make his :notion in earnest?

Mr. McCOY. Only by way of suggestion to the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPEr]. =

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
- tion of this bill?

Mr, COX. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]
reserves the right to object.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, these bills to erect statues or
memorinls to Thomas Jefferson and Alexander Hamilton did
not originate in the Iouse. The distinguished Senator from
Massachusetts, Mr. Lopeg, offered a bill in the Senate a year
ago to commemprate Alexander Hamilton, and Mr. Bacow, the
senior Senator from Georgia, followed immediately with a simi-
lar bill to appropriate for a statue or memorial for Thomas
Jefferson. Thus these fwo distingnished men who did such
wonderful service for the country in those early days were
again put into company running, so to speak, a race with each
other at this late day. ‘Both bills passed the Senate, as I
remember, unanimously, Having come to the Committee on the
Library, the committee finally, as the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, Garoxer] stated, thought it better to combine the
two.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say to some gentlemen who do
not seem to know it, that this is the first bill reported out of
the Committee on the Library which asks the Government to
undertake a penny of expense. There are pending in that com-
mittee bills that ecall for an aggregate sum approximately of
four and a half million dollars, asking for statues or memorials

to people, many of whom, I confess with shame, T never heard
of before these authorizations were asked. Ninety per cent are
intended to commemorate the deeds of soldiers and sailors; and
the Committee on the Library has reached the conclusion that
enough had been done in that line for a long time. They believe
that civilians had something to do with the creation and the
maintenance and the direction of this Government; that some
people besides those who wore epaulets are entitled to the grati-
tude of the American people and have a right to expect that
honor will be done to the memory of such men.

In December last the committee, being appalled by this great
number of bills asking that memorials be erected to Colonel This
and General That, to celebrate a skirmish at this place and a
battle at that, passed a resolution expressing the opinion of the
committee that until proper recognition had been given to civil-
ians who had done great service for the people they would report
1o other bills for memorials. The committee think that the
great statesmen, the great literary and scientific men, should be
recognized, and that great events, rather than individuals, may
properly be commemorated.

That is the attitude of the committee to-day, and this is the
first and only bill that it has reported in the whole life of the
Sixty-second Congress, and I believe that I speak with approxi-
mate accuracy when I say that it is probably the only one that
will emerge.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes, .

Mr. SHERWOOD. What is to be the expected cost of it?

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say that when we conferred with the
members of the Fine Arts Commission with reference to the
bills presented in the Senate and which use the word “ statue "
we were told that $100,000 was too much for a statue and it
might be enough or too little for a memorial. We believe that
a statue made by a great artist on a proper pedestal can be
ere;:tteid for less than $100,000, and therefore the bill was phrased
as s.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to inquire of the gentle-

man——

i Mr_; GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, have I the
oor?
Mr. MURRAY. I thought the gentleman had yielded the floor

to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr., GARDNER of Massachusetts. T did not intend to do so.

Mr, MURRAY. I only wanted to ask the gentleman from
Texas if he would tell me what memorials there are in the city
of Washington to Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson ?

Mr. SLAYDEN. None that I know of.

11\1{5‘? KENDALL. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts
yie

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. KENDALL. I want to inquire, without any view of inter-
posing an objection, because I am in favor of the bill, under the
provisions of this resolution the Secretary of State, the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, and the chairman of the Committee on the
Library in the House and in the Senate are to have the selec-
tion of the site, as I understand it?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, Yes.

Mr. KENDALL. I wanted to inguire if the Commiitee on
the Library in the House had considered the question of site?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes.

Mr. KENDALL. It seems to me it would be fitting and appro-
priate to locate in front of the State Department the statue of
Jefferson and in front of the Treasury Department the statue
of Hamilton. I wanted to know whether that sentiment met
with any favor in the committee.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes; those suggestions
were both discussed along with many others, and the committee
came to the conclusion that it would provide nothing as to the
site except to exclude from consideration the Library grounds
and the Capitol grounds.

Those sites are excluded by the terms of the bill, but other-
wise we felt that this commission was more competent to decide
the question than we.

Mr. KENDALL. This Commission on Fine Arfs will have no
influence at all in determining the location of these memorials.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. No; this special commis-
sion designated in the bill——

Mr. KENDALL. The Commission on Fine Arts must approve
finally of the type of memorial, but it will have nothing to say
as to where they shall be located.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachuseits. No: the bill leaves the
question of sife in the hands of two members of the incoming
Cabinet, a Member of the Senate, and a Member of the Iouse.
I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] that
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if e intends to make his objection in any event, I wish he would
make it now. If he desires any explanation, I shall be very glad
to give it.

Mr. COX.
objection.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachussetts. Mr, Speaker, then I make
the objection now.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachuseits and the
geutleman from Indiana object.

DESERT-LAKD ENTRIES, CHUCKAWALLA VALLEY, CAL.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (I, R. 26943) to exempt from cancellation certain
desert-land entries in the Chuckawalla Valley and the Palo
Verde Mesa, Riverside County, Cal.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etz, That no desert-land entry heretofore made in
good faith under the publie-land laws for lands in townships 4 and 5
south, range 15 east; townships 4 and 5 south, range 16 ecast; town-
ships 4, 5, and 6 south, range 17 east: townships 5, 6, and 7 south,
range 18 east: townships 6 and 7 south, range 19 east; townships‘ﬂ
and 7 south, range 20 east; townships 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 south, range 21
east ; townships 5, 6, and 7 south, mng? 22 east: township 5 sonth,
range 23 oast, shall be canceled prior to May 1, 1916, because of failure
on the part of the entryman to make any annual or finad proof falling
due upon any such entry prior to May 1, 1916,

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I
notice that this provides for the time of filing the proof, prior
to May 1, 1915, or 1916, as it was in the bill originally. I
notice the letter from the Secretary of the Interior says that an
extension of one year is all that ought to be given, and if that
extension be given it would enable these entrymen to determine
whether this project could be irrigated or not, and that one
year was all that they needed.

AMr. FERRIS. But he made a later report than that.

Alr. FOSTER. I have not the later one.

Ar. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I may be able to ex-
plain the situation. The committee will observe that the first
report was made December 28, 1912, 1t is found on pages 4
to 5 of the report.

Mr. Speaker, I will say that I intend to make the

Mpr, FOSTER. I have the report.
Mr. RAKER. Recommending one year. These people,

through their associations, sent Mr. Shepherd to Washington,
and the matter has been taken up by the Depariment of the
Interior. It has been gone into very fully, together with the
report of the engineer in charge. The Secretary now states that
he feels it is right and proper that an extension of two years
be granted these people,

I want to say, in addition to that statement, that I have here
the report of the engineer of this project, showing the plat and
the map and pictures of this desert land, some 250,000 acres.
There is no water there, nothing except some brush of various
kinds, and no living creature is there except at two places
where deep wells have been dug and a little water obtained.
These people have gone out and prepared this report. It is
by one of the best engineers in the United States—a man wha
participated in the building of the Panama Canal. The people
had to pay, on an average, $320—$80 for filing. In taking their
witnesses from Los Angeles and other places in California it cost
them in the neighborhood of $100, and I want to say to the com-
mittee that these are all residents of the State of California.
There are something over S00 of them. It costs, under the law—
and those up to the first of the year have expended that amount—
$320 on each tract of land. The entire cost of this project they
figure on will be from six to eight millions of dollars. The original
organization, when these people first filed, got into some com-
plications, and on account of the arrangement of the Secretary
of the Interior and the condition in Mexico a board has now
been appointed to investigate whether or not they will be per-
mitted to use the water. That being the case, this one firm
was unable to go ahead.

These S00 people have formed an association for the purpose
of going in there, and here is the report of the engineer that it
is feasible; that the water can be had and that the ditches can
he made, and that these 250,000 acres of barren desert land can
be made as beautiful as the valley of San Jose or the Imperial
Valley in southern California. Less than $50 an acre will be
the expense to these people. Going out into the sagebrush
and pulling it out and pulling up this vegetation without any
water, and having to haul it, it will be no improvement on the
land. They ask this Congress to grant them two years' time in
which to complete the organization, to the end that they might
go on the Colorade River, put in the necessary pumps and
build the necessary ditches for the purposes of getting this
water out upon this land, and then when that time has ex-
pired they will be compelled to pay the same amount upon the
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improvement of the land and of the ditches and the water
rights which will go info its development.

The Government loses nothing; absolutely nothing; it just
simply says fo these people, “ We will give you two years’ time
to develop and improve the methods so as to be able to obtain
sufficient water for these lands.” : i

Mr. KAHN. Will my colleague yield for a question? \

Mr. RAKER. I do.

Mr. KAHN. This land is absolutely valueless unless they
get the right to take the water from the Colorado River and
put it upon this land?

Mr. RAKER. It is absolutely valueless, and a man can not
live there without water being brought in that country.

Mr. KAHN. And by putting the water upon the land it will
provide homes for many thousands of people?

Mr. RAKER. It will

Mr. KAHN. It will take at least two years in perfecting
the work of pumping the water from the river?

llltllr. RAKER. In arranging the conditions to get it started, it
will.

Mr. KAHN. How much has been already expended by the
people who are interested in this project?

Mr. RAKER. Obh, something over $200,000.

Mr. KATIN. And that money will be largely lost unless this
legislation passes?

Mr. RAKER. Absolutely. The money will be absolutely
lost, and they will have lost their right to the lands, and the
expenditure of this money will go for naught.

Mr. KENT. T desire to ask my colleague some questions. As
I understand this project, these people expected to obtain water
by the action of a corporation which was put out of business, in
part at least, by its disagreement with the Government as to its
powers to secure water from the Colorado River.

Mr., RAKER. That is it. On account of conditions in
Mexico,

Mr. KENT. On account of Mexican conditions and conten-
tions. Then this water corporation having been put out of busi-
ness, these people who had taken up the land found themselves
powerless to carry out the conditions imposed by the laws re-
specting arid lands and were unable to proceed in the way of de-
velopment simply because there was no way by which they could
get water. Hence I understand that they have organized to-
gether in a mutual association to provide the water of which
they were deprived by the failure of this corporation.

Mr. RAKER. That is the condition,

Mr. KENT. I understand that they have expended a very
large amount of money in clearing their Iand and preparing for
irrigation, and it is utterly impossible to ecarry their improve-
ments any further or to obey the letter of the law because they
are barred from obtaining water at the present time,

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman states the condition correctly.

Mr. KENT. Now I understand that the proposed bill simply
gives these people a chance to save their money, gives them a
run for their money as it were; that there is no one interested
in taking their land away from them; that the land is valueless
withount such improvements as they may put upon it. The only
objection I have heard against giving them the extension of time
they request is that they may be swindled by some one asking
them to furnish more money for irrigation. 'This, it seems to
me, is beside the point. It is our duty to give them the oppor-
tunity to do all they can do. Neither the Government nor any-
one else will be injured in the slighiest degree by the extension
of their right to the two years asked by this bill. [

Mr. RAKER. That is true.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask if this bill should become a law what possi-
bility is there of getting irrigation on this land within the next
two years?

Mr, RAKER. Well, I will answer the zentleman by stating
I hold in my hand here——

-Mr. MANN. That will not answer it.

Mr. RAKER. I can not answer it in one word—showing the
examination and the feasibility of this irrigation project. The
secretary of the association and a list of men I have here who
are scattered all over California are working now and preparing
to handle this work——

Mr. MANN. Where is that set forth in the report?

Mr. RAKER. Well, you will find the statement of Mr. .. V.
Shepherd to the Secretary of the Interior on page 2, January
15, 1913. That is set out in that statement, 1 state in addi-
tion to the statement we have gone over the matter with M.
Shepherd and many others; they are seattered all over the
State of California, and this list.will show their names and
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where they live. I know many of them, and I know they are
in earnest in trying to develop this desert country.

Mr. MANN. I know. But how are they going to get the
water?

Mr. RAKER. They are going to get the water first by put-
ting in a dam and carrying it down to a eertain distance——

Mr. MANN. I find in Mr. Shepherd’'s letter, to which the
gentleman has referred, this statement, that letter being ad-
dressed to the Secretary of the Interior:

I'ending the settlement of the International question that has arizen
concerning the waters of the Colorado River, you have ruled that we
shall not be allowed to take any water from t stream. Becanse of
the revolution in that country it may be many years before a settle-
ment of this gquestion can be made.

Now, the gentleman attempts, with that letter before him,
to say that that letter bears out the proposition that they can
get this water on this land within two years, when the place
they are going to get it from is likely to be in dispute for many
years, according to the letter itself.

Mr. RAKER, In answer to the gentleman, I will state that
Mr. Shepherd and those people would like to have three years.
That is their idea of the matter, and they believe they can get
it arranged. As to the international question, the matter is
being taken up now, and I am informed by the authorities
that in the next few months that question will be disposed of
go far as the Government is concerned.

Mr. MANN. You have no more information than Mr. Shep-
herd has, and he says that it will be many years; and we all
know they are not in poesition to settle it now.

Mr. RAKER. I took the matter up with the Secretary and
Mr. Newell, and went over that situation, and they are in
process of adjusting it now. You can not do the thing in a
minute,

Mr. MANN. They had best get it adjusted before we come
in on this proposition. .

Mr, KAHN. As I understand it, the international guestion
that is involved is this: The water that is to be used on this
land Is to be taken from the Colorado River. None of this land
ig on the Mexican boundary. It is altogether in the State of
California. But there may be some international question in-
volved as to the right to withdraw the guantity of water from
the river for Irrigating this vast tract of land, and that is what
I believe they have been trying to negotinte with the Govern-
ment of Mexico.

Mr. MANN. Now. having called the attention of the gentle-
man fo the letter of Mr., Shepherd, which he quotes, that they
probably can not settle this question for many years fo come—
meaning the international question—let me eall his attention to
the next statement made by Ar. Shepherd, as follows:

Although there Is enough water flowing down the Colorado River an-
nually, according to measurements taken at Yuma, Ariz., by the United
States Reclamation Scrvice, to irrigate every acre available along the
lower reaches of the river, in order to avold litigation with prior l;"ﬁht!!.
we may be obliged to wait until the waters of Colorado Rlver are con-
served, which will have to be dome by the Government because of the
magnitude of the undertaking.

What encouragement does the gentleman find in the proposi-
tion that they will get this water within two years?

Mr. RARKER. I will answer the gentleman as to the en-
courngement I find in that. It is that these people have spent
thelr money, They are bona fide residents of the State of Call-
fornia. They have formed an organization or an associatlon,
and they are going there now to continue the expendifure of
their money and get the matter arranged to expend all the way
from $6,000,000 to $8,000,000 to develop this water right and
irrigate this desert land. They are the ones who understand it.
They are on the ground; and certainly the Government is not
injured, no living man on earth is injured, and if we can by an
extension of two years relieve these people of expending their
money for nothing and eventually developing a first-class irri-
gating system by private individuals, I ask the gentleman from
Illinois if that is not a proper method of legislation and if we
onght not to do it?

Mr, KENT. It seems to me that the gentleman from Illinois
is unduly heedful that these people may -be swindled by some-
body else, having, in his opinion, been swindled in the past.

Mr. MANN, If I had been more heedful, or if somebody else
had been more heedful before they had been swindled at first,
that would have been better.

Myr. RAKER. These are the same men.

Mr. KENT. The point is that these people have been acting
in perfect good faith in taking up this useless land and believing
they could make it useful, and I do not understand why we,
acting for the Government, should enforce against them the
hardships of the law when the conditions are such as they are.
I believe they ounght to have a chance to have a run for their
money and see if they can not obtain water., Beecause this gen-

tleman or that one believes they can not get water is not suffi-
cient reason for us to clamp down on them.

Mr. FERRIS. What earthly harm could it do for them to
keep on trying if they want to do so, inasmuch as they may get
it in the last analysis?

Mr. MANN. The Chuckawalla Development Co. undertook to
develop this land.

The people of California and the other people of the country
had the right to believe that the Government of the United
States would not authorize the formation of a company to start
in on irrigation and obtain the money of the people for the irri-
gation—for the wafer—unless it could be carried into effect.
They sold these rights all over the State of California to inno-
cent purchasers, who believed that the Government in its wisdom
would protect them from that kind of a swindle, and when they
got through they find that the Chuckawalla Valley & Palo
Verde Mesa Development Co. consists only in obtaining money
and using it themselves, not in obtaining water., Now comes
:élllong a proposition of the gentlemen themselves, or some of

em——

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? To whom does
he yield?

Mr, MANN. Not unless I can stop it. I want to make a
statement. It makes no difference to me.

Now, gentlemen come in and want to go ahead with this
scheme, knowing that they can not get any water in the time
fixed by this bill. And we know that what they intend to do
is to get all the people interested in this land to put up some
more money to go a little further. Everyone that knows any-
thing about it knows that they can not furnish the water within
the time fixed by this bill, and in the end we will help to delude
these innocent purchasers again to put in more good money to
follow the bad money that went before.

Mr. GARNER. This must be a bunco scheme, then. [Langh-
ter.] 5

Mr. MANN. T do not doubf the good faith of the gentlemen.

Mr. FERRIS and Mr. KAHN rose,

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. T have not the floor.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, 800 entries are involved here.
Eight hundred enfrymen have been trying to get water to irri-
gate these 800 entries. They failed in the first instance fo get
the water required. I call it to the attention of this House that
in the last 10 years the Reclamation Service has expended
more than $00,000,000 in experimenting, and much of the time
they have failed. Here are 800 entrymen trying to keep from
failing, trying to irrigate their own lands with their own
money, at their own expense,

They have been trying since 1908 to convert a portion of
California’s arid lands into a productive area, They come here
now and ask nothing but two more years in which to try. If
they fail—if they never get water—the Federal Government
gets back every acre of the land. What possible bugaboo and
what possible mountain can we erect here, and what * possible
straw ” man can we conjure up {6 keep S00 people from the
opportunity of trying to irrigate their own lands with thelr
own money, at their own expense?

There is nothing else in this bill. The Secretary of the In-
terior has looked this over, and in a letter that he wrote to the
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands on January 16,
%glw, only two or three weeks ago, he says, among other things,

8:

After consideration of the representations now made I am willing to
modify the report previously submitted to conform with the present
request made on behalf of the desert-land claimants, and I have, there-
fore. to recommend that the proposed extension be made, as suggested
by the pending bill, but that the last line on page 2 be amended to
read * entry prior to May 1, 1915.”

He says he is willing to modify his first report. In the letter
he first wrote he said they ought to have one year. The people
there were asking for three years, and he now compromises
with them and urges that they have two years' extension.

Now, it is proposed to throw this House into a frenzy because
800 men are trying to have an extension of two years in which
to irrigate and water their own lands.

Mr., CANNON. If the land is worthless, what possible objeec-
tion would there be to giving them five years?

Mr. FERRIS, None at all. I think they ought to have it,
The Secretary says two years in his report, and when we come
here by unanimous consent it must be two years or none at all.
If we had exceeded the two years by one month in this report
there would be 75 objections, coming from as many Members,
and this bill would have been stricken off the calendar, and
those 800 men would have had to abandon their homesteads.
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Members ought not to conjure up straw men here when there is
no ground of objection.

Mr. MANN. That is a great term of the gentleman's, is it
not—* conjure up " ?

Mr. FERRIS. It is a term that may not sound well, but it
expresses the cage.

Mr. KAHN. Is it not true that when these entrymen made
their application to the Secretary of the Interior they wanted
to get three years and that it was cut down one year?

Mr. FERRIS. That is true.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If this is so simple a matter
as the gentleman’s eloguence would indicate, what reason, if
any, does the Secretary furnish to the committee for insisting
upon two years extension instead of three?

Mr. FERRIS. He thinks they can probably accomplish it in
two years.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In his report, then, he takes
the view opposite to that of the gentleman from Illinois that
the thing is impossible altogether?

Mr. FERRIS. A man by the name of Sheplherd had some
correspondence with the Interior Department and with the
Reclamation Service about it, and I think they stated that the
revolution in Mexico may require more fime, and they may
have trouble to divert the water from thé Colorado River;
but the Secretary in a letter written two weeks ago says he has
no objection to two years, and I call his attention to his letter
contained in the report on page 2, where he sets out his views
on the subject. This bill ought to pass. The settlers need the
legislation. The State needs the development. It is a heroic
fight they are making on desert lands to make homes and
comply with the law. It seems fo me when only an extension
is asked the Federal Government ought fo give them a chance.
It is unfortunate that the calendar is such that this bill has to
be subjected to a unanimous-consent consideration, It is n case
of fiddling while Rome burns. No possible harm could come.
There is every reason to believe good will come from it.

Mr. KENT. I have a very recent lefter from the Assistant
Secretary of the Interior, which came to me yesterday, and I
very much regret that I have not the letter with me, in which
hie strongly recommends the granting of this time., He thinks
it is in the interest of justice and a proper thing to do. That
is the most recent word on the subject, I believe.

Mr., LAFFERTY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAKER. Yes.

Mr. LAFFERTY. It seems that the objection behind the
granting of this time grows out of the fact that Mexico has
some claim to the water of the Colorado River. I should like
to inquire if any gentleman on the floor of this House knows of
any reason, in any treaty or provision of international law,
which authorizes the Government of Mexico to interpose any
objection to the diverting of sufficient water from the Colorado
River to irrigate these lands?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Have they any governmenf in Mexico?

Mr. LAFFERTY. I do nof see why the people of the United
States should be restricted in their right to the use of the
water.

Mr. KAHN. 1 think I can answer the question, to a certain
extent. There is a diversion from the Colorado River in Mexi-
can territory some hundreds of miles south of the land covered
by this bill, and I daresay that the Mexican Government has a
right to receive constantly the quantity of water which it is now
using. That, of course, makes an infernational complication,
but I do not think it is so serious that it will be difficult to reach
a determination as soon as there is a government in Mexico that
our Government can treat with. :

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Are the citizens of Mexico using
any water from the river now? My understanding is that there
is no water being used from the river in Mexico, and hence they
have no prior rights.

Mr. KAHN. Yes; there is considerable water being used.
I do not know to what extent it is being used in Mexico.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In Mexico is what I speak of.

Mr. KAHN. DBut the diversion dam of the irrigation com-
pany that waters the Imperial Valley is in Mexican territory.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How many Mexican citizens are
using  water on Mexican territory?

AMr. KAON. 1 think there is some irrigation down there in
the neighborhood of a place they call Calexico.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Unless there is some, they wounld
have no prior right, and we would have the right to take water
if we had use for it.

Mr. KAHN, Very true,

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consldera-
tion of this bill?

Mr. MANN. I object.

Mr, RAKER. Myr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this may be passed over unfil next unanimous-consent day. I
did not really complete what I had to present to-day, and this
seems ;o be so vital to these people that I ask that unanimous
consent.

Mr, MANN. The gentleman has the right to put it on the
Unanimous Consent Calendar again,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The
bill will be stricken from the Calendar for Unanimous Cousent,
and the Clerk will call the next bill.

Mr. RAKER. I desire to insert in the Recorp a list of these
applicants who own the land.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The list of entrymen referred fo is as follows:

EXNTRYMEXN IN THE CHUCKAWALLA YALLEY.

Los Angeles: C. B, Adams, 325 West Forty-seventh Street; Ellis R.
Allen, 1205 South Olive Street; Danifel and Maud I. Althouse, 201
Sto: Building ; Edw. W. Austin, 143 East Avenue 41; I, C. Baille,
2075 West Tweniy-ninth Place; Stephen E. Bandle, 149 North Pritch-
ard Sireet; Emil Bechter, 30T West Fourth Street; Eva Beeson., 319
South Cahuenga Boulevard; Joe Beeson, 319 South Cahuen Boule-
vard; Asa D. Bemis, 1702 West First Street; John I. Betz, 690 P. E.
Build!ni: C. B, Black, 702 Ferguson Building; Inez Boydstun. 2833
Huron Street; Walter N, Bradley, 349 Towne Avenue; K. H. Bresee,
1006 Lake Street; Dr. Paul Bresee, 524 South Spring Street: Aaron
Brown, 137 South Sgrlng Btreet ; W. A. Brown, City Hall; William AL
Bullock, 301 South Broadway; Frank M, Cagwin, 2351 West Thirtieth
Street; Daniel H, Carey, 860 South HIll Street: Mrs. E. V. Cash. 732
Bouth Flower Street; Elizabeth C. Clarke, 933 Manhattan Place:
Eugene E. Cohn, 802 California Street; Isadore Cohn, 225 South Los
Angeles Street; Morris Cohn, 216 South Los Angeles Street: Jesse Al
Colburn, 233 L. W. Hellman BuiHding ; J. P. Colburn, 1020 Story Build-
ing; Julius Conrad, 127 South Main Street: James P. Conway, 131
West Avenue 51; Edgar W. Cook, Box 123, Station C; Frank 8. Cooper,
1632 Seventh Avenue; Rowland IH. Crocker, West Seventh Street:
Edw. J. Crewley, 3954 Normandie Avenue; William J. Daley, 3759
South Main Street; Francis Davis, Seattle; Nancy H. Davis, Seattle:
Phillip Denitz, 225 S8an Fernando Building: Mrs. Johu Dutcher, care of
McM, & Hueth; William A. Eckerly, 308 North Boylston Street: L. .
Edwards, 226 Laughlin Building; Dr. H. B. Fasig, 2121 North Broad-
way; Estella 8. Flood, 305 North Boylston Street: Eber M. Frazee,
4611 Arrcyo Seco Avenue; Charles Gardner, 324 Douglas Bhilding;
R. A. Gelssel, 15356 West Twenty-eighth Street; Jennle Z. Gowertsz,
Citizens' Bank Building; H. A. Gilman. 769 Pacific FElectric Building :
John J. Gonzales, 105 South Spring Street ; Martin J. Gress, 537 Sonth
Droadway : Willinm J. Hanna, 5008 Pasadena Avenue, Trust and Savy-
ings Building; V. J. Hannon, 1444 Dana Street; Sherman E. Iart,
3131 Pasadena Avenue; Henry E. Hariwell, 1823 East Sixty-fifth
Street ; Willlam C. Havener, 603 East Thirtieth Streel: Willlim .
Hefllefinger, 2120 Park Grove Avenue; Frank W. Heidel, 221 East
Avenue 40; George W. Hifle, care Hamburger's Department Store;
F. J. Hirtz, 4014 Marathon Street: Charles M. Hoff, 1245 Norton
Avenue ; Grant W. Holland, 1462 West Thirty-seventh Place: Willlam
L. Holland, 1462 West Thirty-seventh Place; Charles A, ITolt, 512
Mount Washington Drive: A. E. Hughes, 1420 West Thirty-eighth
Place ; Cary M. Hunt, 2014 South Vermont Avenue:; Fred B, Johnson,
518 East Twelfth Street; John A. Johnson, Congress Hotel; Julla
Johnson, Congress Hotel; John A. Johnson, Congress IHotel ; Julian 1%
Jones, 2131 Twenty-ninth Place; BE. I'. King, 314 South Olive Street:
Albert F. Koenig, 424 P, E. Building: Charles C. Lane, 140 West Ave-
nue 34 ; John W. Lawrence, 209 SBouth Fresno Street: V. L. Lawrence,
2825 East Second Btreet; George Du. Lee, 814 West Fifty-fourth
et; A. H. Loder, 615 International Bank Building; George L.
Louden, 966 Arapahoe Street; H. G. Louden, 1431 South Los Angeles
Street ; Miss Marie B, Louden, 866 Arapahoe Street ; Ella P. McConnell,
463 Kenmore Avenne; Peter McCready, 532 South Main Street; Edw.
C. MeGarrell, 715 West Fifty-fifth Street; James E. MeMahon, 532
Scuth Main Street:; Willlam J. McMahon, 532 South Main Street ;
George Mack, 409 Columbia Trust Building; Frank A. Marnell. Balti-
more Hotel; Alice R. Martin, 3064 Denker Avenue; Arthur W. Martin,
1278 West TwenlEaecond Street; Charles B. Messenger, 143 North
Avenue 54; Mrs. E. R. Michael, 732 South Flower Btreet; Winifred
Michael, 453 South Hope Street; Charles H. Miller. 1608 West Seventh
Street ; George H. Moore, rural roate No. 12, box 93: Marks S. Moses,
130 East First Street; Thomas A. Nash, 153 Naund Street: Lizzie M.
Nave, 821 South Grand Avenue; Loyd P. Nichols, 926 West Thirty-
fifth Street; Charles T. Nouman. 4200 Pasadena Avenue; Charles F.
Off, 104 North Union Avenue: John A. I'ainter, 280} South Spring
Street: Ira 8, Palmer, 13153 East Eighteenth Street: Marcus Pluth,
1462 West Thirty-seventh Place; Edwin A. Pope, 424 Laughlin Build-
ing: Ezra J. Post, 3131 Pasadena Avenue; Herman H. Powell, 983
East Fortieth Street; Jessie C. Read, care Southern Pacific Railroa
Co., Arcade Station; E. M. Reinhard, 1521 Haivard Boulevard; B. R.
Reinhold, 624 Citizens Bank Building; Mary B. Rothroch, 301 North
Broadwaly; w. F. Sa{ar. care Wetherby-Kayser Shoe Co.; A. E.
Schmutzler, 500 East Thirty-fifth Street; Ray M. Seymour, 933 East
Forty-sixth Street; I. V. S8hepherd, 5034 Pasadena Avenune; Frank TI.
Sherman. 106 North Hope Street ; Edw. M. Skeats, 1547 Council Street ;
Col. H. Slabaugh, 2014 South Vermont Avenue; Ernest J. Smith, 202
West Thirty-second BStreet; George I Smith, 143 Kast Avenue 42;
H. G. Smith, 1562 East Twenty-third Street; Charles A. Spears, Hall of
Records ; Peter B. Spears, Hall of Records: Peter Spellac{, 411 Citi
zens Bank Bullding ; L. C. Strchminger, 2357 North Thirtieth Street;
Albert 0. Switzer, 2308 West Thirtieth Street; Harl;{ Wallace, 501
Western Avenue; Mortimer A. Webber, 1323 Dewey Avenue; Claude
Wheeler, 2833 Horon Street: William IZ. Wheeler, 2833 Huron Street :
Alden N. Whitcomb, 181 North Daly Street; Edw. W. Whitcomb, 181
North Daly Street; Emma W. White, Hotel Victoria, Seventh and
Hope ; Zell A. Wood, 909 Manhattan Place.

ENTRYMEN ON THE PALO VERDE MESA.

In Los Jtrefes only: John W. Anderson, 1096 West Jefferson Street:
Everett E. Atkins, 4{50 South Main Street; Siduey AL Barbour., 1709

West Twenty-fifth Street ; Emory W. Bartlett, 603 East Thirtiath Street;
Ruth T. Bayley, 178 South Oxford Avenue; Willlam A. Brown, 4242
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South Flower Sb:ect Walter H. Butler, 1314 Orﬁnge Street; Arden B.
Clarke, 1081 ’r!:mv ﬂm: ‘stmt James M. CHnard, 219 East
Adams Street: Geen;u Ee .East Twenty -third Street; Wil-
lkm H. Cramer, 1171 \\est T rtleth Street; Julian F. Cumberlnnd 131
West Avenue, 51; George J. Damerel, 412 South Bmadwa{‘_ Walter V.
Iwsert, 512 Laughﬂn Building ; Jolm H. Engler, 410 West Becond
Street ; Elizabeth J. Esgen, 2334 Seventh Avenue; Fred W. Esgen, 609
Fay Bnildlng L) man Farwell, 618 Fay Building ; Victor P. Finley, 444
South Hope 8 ; Benjamin I Frease, 1143 Kast Pbrt:'-ei th Su'eet 5
Edwin F. I‘rmse, ‘1143 East Forty-eighth Street; rt er,
Chamber of Commerce; Willlam D. Hammel, 1128 San Pedro Btreet
Ella 3. Hildebrandt, 1110 East Eighth Street: Maud A. Hodge, mi
Crocker Street; Maurice J. Jones, 1616 Grifith Avenue ; Netta

Knox, 1136 South Alvarado Street; A. H., Koebig, 841 Title Insumnoe
Building : A. H. Koebig, jr., 841 Title Insurance Building; Willlam H.
Kribs, 1804 Central Avenue ; Curtis H. MeClure, 235 East d Street ;
J. N, King, 1136 Townsend Avenne %g)r Blythe) ; Erwin H. Mack, 2314
London Sireet; Fay M. Manait, 1030 SBouth Union Avenue; Willlam
Marsden, care "of Equitable Branch Security Trust & Sav Bank ;
Margaret I. Martin, 1830 New Enpgland Street; Cynthia Meador, 1012
North Alvarado Strcet E. A. Montgomery, 400 Columbia Trust Build-
ing ; Beatrice Moore, 4&11 Afaplewood Avenue ; George V. Morrison, 1830

New England Avenue: Albert K. Nicholls, 1128 San Pedro Street hm-ry
Peterson, 134 West Thirtieth Btreet; Jefferson A. Philll 927 East
Twenty-ninth Street; Geo Popkin, 451 South Sprin treet: Edith

M. Remalin, 535 South Olive Street; AMefa E.
Twentieth Street; John C. Reutch,

Rodden, 2210 West Sixteenth Street ; James C, Rush,
Street; Mary Rush 219 East Aclnms Btrect ; Susie B. Rush, £19 East
Adams Street; L. Ityder, 2017 PPasadena Avenue; Frank Balch, 333
Crocker Btreet ; r‘rr.-d Sayles, ‘121 West Ninth Street ; Julins Shwerdtterger.
516 West Jefierson Strect; Louils Seobe 1516 Mapla Avenue ; Georﬁe
S8hugard, 926 Bantee &troot : Edward Slebke, 2727 Dalton Avenue; Elsie
T, Simpson, 131 West Fortleth P!m:e W H. Slabangh 2914 Vermont
Avenue; Edwin E. Smith, 1146 East Thirty-third 8 Arthur W.
Stevens, 1406 Burlington Avenue; FErnest BSunshine, 143 Chestnut
Street; Everett . Yaughn, 423 East Twenty-third Btreet; George
Vaughn, 423 East T!v&nty«hir(’l Strvet Mary . West, corner ‘I‘wenty.
fifth Street and Seventh Avenue; I‘g Wight, 817 Wesf Seven-
teenth Street: Albert W. Wlldi.n% 163 North Th!rty-seventh Pluce ;

ema ln,_ 2570 West

Clarence E. Wiley, 948 East Twenty-third Street ; William J Wood.s, 04
Fremont Avenng. A. R, Hoeth itizens' Bank Buildin, 2 Mec-
Mechen, Citizens' Bank Buucung. Dr. C. English ; llll,am Tord
general delivery ; Miss E. B. Stephens, Bixel Street; R. Sandoval, 1451
East Fifty-first Street Alrs. Bertha M. McConnell, 218 Bast Forty third

Btreet.
Yermo) : Mrs., Nettle Galbraith.

ﬁﬂ;gﬁé& Joseph ln.e B. Woolverton, 926 North Garfield Avenue;
Monta G. \\’oo]vcrton 920 North Garfield Avenue.

Altadena: Abraham L. Iol lng.

Anaheim: Frnncis M. Dowling, R

Anpeic Camp: John A, Bracco, Geor

yeorge D. Gar and, Fred B. Jonés, T. R an Jones, A t May, Dr.
George F. Pache, James Beddlnx James A. Snow, Albert Wilso

Azusa: Cora is, Peter V. Du Bois, Katherine W. Fobes.

Arcadia: George L. Tucker.

Arlington: Clason B. Burgess.

Balkersfield: John W. Dunn.

Baldwcin Park: Gus O. Dodsol

Berkeley: Andrew Moore, 1320 Arch Street: Arthur B. Smith; Rob-
ert II. Harding, 1410 sEring Street; Fanny D, Moorc 1320 Arch Street.
- Banta: Henry L

Blanco: Samuel Blnc‘k i

Boulder Creek: John B

Bmdle. Archie 0 Dunbar,

. Sinnott.

mingion: David AL Waddell.

'ggwhs dall Boice, Abner F. Bowen, Dr. Alexander Brown. Mrs.
Tuella M. Clayton, Mrs. Anna G. Green, William A. Hadden, Ernest
Hubuer, Charles D. Patterson, Charles E. Yost, John I B‘unch. Albert

Clayton, Bazil De Meyer, Geor d, Charles E E‘inzL Andrew
A Graham, John R. Grabham, William G. Graham, Edward Green,
Joseph W. Ho s, Anna M. Hulett, Henr{lB Hulett, Lillian Hu[ett,
Joseph T. Kerley, Elmer Layton, Geor yton, John E. Long, John-
ston MeElroy, George C. Rice, Ernest Smith, Robert Tankard. Gu,y H.

Charles H. Pipher
Wag}_:.::;&gﬂmﬁanumannk Frank Hooley, John Schwartz, Milton A.
Conner, Walter A. Simon

Clearwcafer: Sarah E. Blake,

g‘mclf Jugies FLMB‘:{S are

oalin er es, C
008 3 lt]Wl liam H. Garrigan, box 717; David P. Harpster; Frank
MeWreath.

Congress Junction, Ariz.: Willlam H. Borders.

Colton: Earl P. Burke.

James M. Williams.

W. K. 0il Co.; Maud L. Corona. bi:{!

L‘ampton: ulsl Finn, R. F. D. No. 2.

Chicago, : Joel 8§ tts, 529-531 South Franklin Street.

Corona: Wullam b ] lackm& ; J. G. Daniels; Martha C. Ford; Glen
D. Francisco, box 252 ; Gotthold C. Hirtn. R. F D., care Rohmson,
Aneil T. Hoffman, box 1773 Lewls Kirby; Sarah R. Ktr‘h 3 Walter
F. Korn; Clarence McDanlels, box 151; nmes L. Parks, box 1788:

E. E. Penprase, box 204; George M. Rol Anton Scherman, jr.; H
August J, Steinke ; Hiram C. Btrauoss ; Elzie Veac‘n George H Walker‘
Andrew J. Ware: JasperN Wells ; Hal H. Wood, R. F. D. 1; David
M. Browni‘;ﬁlimLawrensce F. Malcme, B. Randall; C!mr Ww.
Wrestler ; m argent.

Courtland: L. R. Beckley, Charles E. Hollister, Frank E. Hollister.

Covina: Herbert E. Luugheed Garnet Lovely, Marie G. Lovely.

Crows Landing: Peler Stewart.

(‘upen‘hm George W. Glendenning; Anna D. Lydm:'d Harry B.
Lydiard ; Willlam M. Scott, R. F. D. No. 11; Alma E. Sims; Thomas J.
Streeter.

Downcy: Phillip 8. Jewell, R. F. D. No. 1, box 147 ; Patrick F. Ryan;
William C. Showalter.

Dangille: Ellls Price.

Davenport: Menno B, Price,

Exeter: Evalena Bailor.

Fort Bidwell: Robert H. “ilmn care F. N., Bidwell News.

Fullerton: Harr}' F. Dalr ‘)'mlg Macu er Good ; Jesse Goodwin; Wil-
liam A, Goodwin; James F lxon. . 'N. Lacock, box 212; Orion W.
Lillie; Albert M. Russell, No. 1; Arthur Staley; Drusilla
Sta‘lef Gcorge W. Jenkins, ix.

rfie eorge a\ Roney, eare superior court, Solano County.
oy Eimme . MeQuivy, 1551 Tvy Street: Lilly H. McQui
lendale > mear u reet ; i
1351 Ivy Strect. Arthurqg “‘ynt ?11 l\orth Luuylse Btreet, %

g}zrﬂd a: l‘[v.A Eel}:ﬁgd [J;%r 11:‘[ Mk' 3ﬁurlllnclm.\l'}n
endora: Wallace owi ran nh aniel H. Mauerhan
Fred C. Neet, Cyrus W. Wilhite, 43 f

Glenicood: Bdwin S. Martin.

Gonzales: Charles W. Parsons,

Hanford: James N. Hoyt.

Hueneme: Wilmot C. White.

Hollywood: Henry A. Lohlker, 124 Chester Court: Ada M. Sheppard,
6919 Hawthorne Avenue; Roy Sheppsrﬂ. Idaho F‘nlh, Tdaho; Will C.
Sheppard, 69019 Hawthorne Avenue; Harrlet M. Zurbuchen, care M. A,
Schofleld, Gardena.

Hy.'leu: Lizzie Hughes.

Jackson: Elmer I. Boydsten, Willilam II. Greenhalgh,
Zumbiel, Edwin V. Zumbriel.

Jamestown: George T. Black: Mrs. Josephine T. Black; Joseph P.
Cardoza; Dr. C. E. Congdon Mrs, Helen L. Daven rt, Hotel hevllle,
Chatles 1\_ Hamblin ; John E. Nolan; Luther W. SmF% Ben F. Stine.
nxingJ\Ctg: ‘l\urlénr%u M.S Bnﬁ‘lstett}r LFrede&ick Bnﬁhard, box 87

enry urchard, box 87; Hans L 20T, AL M
Belle” Taibott; Paul Talbott. il i iy

Lindsay: Sidney A. Allen Albert Ford, Effie M. Griswold, Oliver J,
Griswold.

La Canyada: Miss May C. Young.

Lodi: Frank F. Irey.

Lompoe: Thomas R Archer, Ernest Eckert, Ray B. Saunders.

Long Beach: Mrs, E. Brownburger, 143 Chestnut Street; P. W. Bar-
rett, 147 East Ocean Avenue; John B. Burke, 1819 East Fourth Street ;
Fred A. Curtis, No. 2, box 87 Clifford C Dors.n, Hotel Del Mar;

Sewell, Lj.nden Aw.'nuc Chester Brockway, 829 New York
Stmt Orolnsvcy 829 New York Street; Frank I, Curtis,

Mrs. Addell

ockwa,
No. 2, box 87; George B. gurﬁs No. 2, box BT Mill
1\01 2&E§x 8?I-ZJ H. Bixb, H. Bixby, M xM o F o |
Lordsbur, xby, L. xby, Ars, t
P. Bixby, Cr;mrlea M. Harvey, R. T. Soyper ar‘%are €. Blxuy, Sadle
Los Gatos: Arch

L. Cilker Iohn M. Ci]ker
Manhattan, Kans.: A. B

Harsmcz Albert L, Dooley.
M i!a‘P S“ Gﬁucg&ihﬁa Robert N. Coffey, Christian T
esaville: n bber offey, C 4 5
Plerson, T B. Poore.A*Paul & Knight, Mrs. e.{ r’s %:nt Lang, J. B.

h B, Pottengcr, Hal Maxwell S8lemons,
el, Raymond T. Manuel, David E. Roberts.

miun
hbors: Arabella EI Bodkin Jane Nels Cl
Nﬁ R enaieh on, Clarence E, Vertrees.
Oakland: Harry R. Browne. 500 East Twentieth Street; George P.
Clough, 1472 Ninth Avenue: Samuel F. Rutter, 1516 Elghth Avenue ;
Henry 'F. Wintermeyer, 2333 Twenty-fifth Avenue. East Oakland.
Ocean Park: Simon L. Hardman, 2650 Main Street; Willlam M. Ken-
gg}lé ost-gmsce box 294 ; Charles G. Reed, box 327; ‘Frank W W. Seager,
rd_Street.
gsu‘ego ggg 1'TR_hn LEI: Ju?lesonmm I%r No. 1sbo€ 11;1‘?
ne! e; James e; Vernon '
Schaffert . Albert C.'Storum, 118 Olive Street. aea Dy

Ornard: Francis L. Scoles, 250 Street‘ Anthony H. Wittman
226 B Street. "
Pasadena: B. 1. Ames, ll . D No. 1, box 228; Corda L. Anderson,

37 Bast Walnut Street; rF Andérson
George W. Collis, 58 East Col orado
Orange Grove Avenue; Wildam W. Fi

37 East Walnut 8 ts
Btreet ; ura y, 425 }'g:th
tch, R. F. D, No, 11 box120,lu H.
Harding, 523 North Galena

Hannum, 825 Park Avenue; William Y,

Avenue; Moses A, Hu.ghen ‘335 Park Street: Geo James,
1098 Ra nd Avenue; Charles W. liann 148 Sou Grand Amnue.
Lenore Meyer, 656 Pros pect Avenue Hnrr:' 8. O’'Brien, 700 Garfield
Avenue ; Charles Pinnick, 37 East Wafn + Alice . kinner, 550
Prospect Avenue; Aug. (L spact Avenue: Luln M,
Anderson, 37 East Walnut Btreet "millie Burns, ?21 Mound Ave.nue.

South Pasadena ; Frank L. Carr; Lizzie Carr, 88 North Marengo A
Rachel N. Hammel, 177 North Los Robles Avenu ue; Guy R, mes. 1180
North Wilson Amue Mrs. A. W. Tionerich, 858 Summit Avenue: Wil-
linm East Walnut Btreet; Alfred II. Lovely, 721 Mound
Aveuue, Sou Iis.sadena Dr. % T. Mx.ln.by. 666 North Raymond Avenue ;
Benjamin A. Moll, 445" Nortl Wilson Avenue; Eliza J. Slaven, 340
Ste;;e:son.&mamﬂu chester, 749 North G

onaG: anchester, T vort ordon Street; Frederick
C. Thomas ; Mr. Burke.

Paris: Frank 'Krnmer

Perris: Harvey A. Shiffer.

Port Costa: Louls J. Delos,

Phoenir, Ariz,; Mabel Wnrd care Ward & Billson Nursery Co.; H. L.
Billson, eare Scottsdale M H. L. Billson, care Scottsdale stage;
Ray W. Ward, care Sco e stage

Princeton: Justin C. Crowell, Thomas E. Davies.

Puente: Lee Craig.

ggincy Robert N. Fletcher.

nnels: Florence M. Johnston, Eliza 8. Curtls, Joseph Fountain, John
Klink, Carl A. Benson, Josef Siebold, Helen M. Marlow, John P. Sny-
der, Milton K. Hand s'

Redlands: Francis Chamberlain, James H. Richards, William E.
Bleeke, William H. Goodrich. Wﬂliam Leisﬁco. Richard R. Tatnall.
‘Efg“%’ffx Bczﬁm Wi.l_l! !rrnr N. Pe{fy, 2mlfﬁfmc Avenue

a: Emory aser, Murray sham, Daniel MeCormick,
Ethel P. McCormick, Agnes M. Btewart, Willlam A. Stewart.
= Rii,grc Leroy A. Pa.wley, R. ¥, D. No. 1; Verd M. Anderson, R. F. D.

0

Riverside: Edward T. Grondstrom, Ninth and Main Streets: Irving M.
flubeity 309 Magnolia Avenue; Charles G. Reynolds, 187 East Axnﬁn -
on Avenue,

Salinas: Dr. George F. Faulkner, Albert C. Hensen, Christen H.
Hansen, George T. Scott

Ban Bernardino: George L. Barrows; Ben Humphreys ; Harrlet J.
Humphre s, 147 Beventh Street Matbew Humphreys, 147 Seventh

Street. M, l?- Sedxwlck Albert G. Knight, 404
Tenth treet Harold . ﬂerﬂt 404 Tenth Btreet George G. Oldaker,
276 Mount t Vernon Avenue.

Hinman, care Brewster.

Butler George ML Butler, Mauree Du Bols,
: ckman, ercy A. Johnstone, William R.

cLean, Elisha Mitchell, Christa T.

Frank H. Harwood, Frank A
ohnstone, J. E. McFadden, John F. M

:[nqgel Herbert J. Phelps, Wiison M. Bmtth Elizabeth H. Taylor,
uclen faylor, David C. ague, Elmer I. eug;e. Minnie 1. Teague,
Robert M Teague, Russell “" Teague, Edward Thomas, Myrtle R.
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Thomas, Raymond A. Torrey, Genevieve Walker, Harry E. Walker, Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Cali-

Loyal O. Whitmer

an Fernando: \\-iiiinm J. Millen,

Ban Jacinta: E d%ﬂl‘ Yertrees, Clarence E. Vertirees,

San Francisce: A. Cottingham, 3319 Jackson Street: Robert J.
Cralg, 205 Tehama BStreet; John R. Cunningham; Gus Da 2135
Butter Street; Arthur B. Eddy, 51 Hill Btreet; Josep 8. Harlan, 809
Pierce fstreet Lelia Harlan, 309 Pierce Street; Edw. C. Johnson, 439
Jones Street; Louis P. McGettigan, 40 Belvidere Street; Begins.ld H
Mr:lu;uﬁl 00{! First National Bank Building; Homer’ W. Norton

Rodman, 2020 Howard Street; Charles F. Rutter, 1752 Steiner

Street ; Margnret Rutter, 1752 Steiner Street; Alexander B. Sim, 157
Sutter Street; Edward T. Taylor, 94 “n.lter Street; Sol. J. \ »

care New York Life lnsm'ance Co. ; N. Williams, 1001 ne
Street ; Hal A. Curtis, Empire Theater. argaret B, Hntton, 1111
Pine Street: Albert AL Howe, 1156 Fell Street; Edgar L. Lewis, 2424
Buchanan ﬁtmt. Frederick M. Lewis, San Mareco Eotel Harry F.
Lewls, 510 Battery Sireet; Martha L. Ka.lg, 2022 Fell Btreet'
Florence Moore, Keystone '\pnrtments. Moore, 840 Cole

Street; Robert 8. Moore, corner Maine and sl?:zwar& Streets; Mary A

Rethers, 2900 Scott Street; Theodore C. Rethers, 2800 Scott Stree
Henry Rosenfeld, 1024 Merchants Exchan e; Louis Rosenfeld. 10! 2‘
Merchants Exchange: R. S. Shainwald, First Street: George B.

Thornton, care American-Hawailan Steamship Co., Pler -3. Fanny D.
Moore, 1320 Arch Btreet.

Ban Jose: James Beatty, First \Iaﬁonal Bank Building; Henrletta
K. Beatty, First National Bank Bulldl ; William J. Close, 81 West
Santa Clara Street; Earl B. Isham North Third Btreet. Mrs.
Clam B Long, 655 South Sixth Street (me Rev. George 1. Long) ; Rev.

§ 6556 South Sixth Street; Frank W. Luther 601602 Pirst
Nat!onsl Bank Building ; Edgar E. Lynde Arden H M!chener Fred

. 341 North Crittenden Btreet; william B. Strnens. 60 ' South

Seventh Street.

Ban Pedro: Louils Levy Gustax Litschke, 420 Beacon Street.
fanta Barbara; Ira C. Goodridge, care The Upham.

Santa Glam Arthur E. Graham.

Sante COruz: C. P. R. Adney, care Willlam H. Bias; Robert B. Bias,
73 Walnut Street Wminm " Bias; Philip P. Bliss; Christian Buech ;
Mrs. Charles H. Cormell, 177 North Braciforte Aw.'nue Willinm H.
Crowe, 406 Ocean Street; William D Crumpton ; Henry
H. Frapwell ; Henry J. Godfrey ; .Abrsham ¢ i érova George ﬁ. Har-

on ; Hem Hertz; Peter AL Kimmey ; Charles Lewis Matt
Mn , 28 Franklin Street; Mathilde Llet:ler William W. Morley ;
Leonard J. Nehf; Blia St. C. Orton; Parker; C. 8. Price,
superintendent of schools; William B. Vn.nderwort Willett Ware; Dr.

D). Webley, corner Brighton Avenue and East [l Drive ; Genrge W.
Whltney Joseph T. Winterholder ; Benjamin C. Wise.

Santo Monica: Bertha C. Chase, '313 Nevada Avenue, box 346 ; Arthur

Weber.

& Santa Paula: Albert Hofmelster.

Santa Roga: Charles Hallowell.

Saratoga: John L. Pendleton, Charles 8. Pendleton
A. Ball, Soldiers’ Home ; J' Calhoun, 614 Fourth
Street; James HIill, Soldiers’ Home : Osca.r Loi% Soldiers’ Home ;
George Raper, Soldiers’ Home; John W. Ball; rnard :
Lhar%es (} Blmting. SBoldiers’” Home ; amin F. Cook, Soldiers’ Home ;

Geo ln Henry C. Gilbert; William Eause. Soldiers' Home ;

r?n tus Hromadke ; Julia A. Johnson ; Lydia J. with ;
Samuel e McCorrlsan Abraham Paimer; Arthur C. Seward; Gilberf

Tull

Sebastopol: Olive T. Allen.

Belma: Charles Hallowell.

Nonora: Joseph M. Buthenuth Harris J. Cofiill, Dr. B. T. Gould,
George A. Howard, Bertha M, , Rebecea Liek, Roy T. McNeely,
George Michel, Gilbert M. Voorhe!s.

Soquel: Albert F. Davis, George Cunnisol

S regtkels niltagle %‘ (za.ndy, Jennie E. Moore. James R. Riley, George

tadler, D

Sfockton Dr. L. M. Ha ht; Relnhart Hall, 229 East Oak Street;
Francis M. Johnson, care G Fltmerald Elks Build 3 Geo B,
McLeod. 9 South Hunter Street: Joseph W n.nnel 212 West Acacia
Street; John W. Moore: Luke W. Peart, care Heald's College; Benja-
min M. Woodhnil, 1115 Bast Weber Avenne.

Suisun: Frederick A. Butteraeld. Mary box 53; James A.

Bawtelle: Perr

Keys, Charles E. Mayfield, May A Mayﬁeld J'amm S Po Robert
%tewlart. An sttus C. Tillman, Alexander B. Trainor, George C. Trainor,
r. B bster.
Terra Beh’a Harry G. Hutchins.
Tipton: A. C. Walsh.

Tracy: Henry Sehmidt, Wilhelm Sc‘hmldt.

Vallejo: John H. Brennan, Albert Valentine Hathaway,
Fred H. Heegter. Gustave 0. Klotz, John E nr.li’lwn, Eva F. Suydam.

Visalia: Charles C. Robinson.

» Waterman: Laverne L. Freeman; Oliver L. Morton, ecare L. L.
reeman.

Watts: Hays Anderson, Joseph Burgess, Lemuel L. Eillis, Delos E.
Gamble, William L. Summers, C %arles ie West, James H. West, Myrtle
A. West, Arthur R, Wilms.

Westminster: B. C. Phe Ips.

Westgate: Louis H Duryee, Lawrence G. Marshall, Francis J. Folsom.

Whittier: Omer S. Coppock; Kittie A. Coulthurst, care Willlam H.
Coulthurst ; Harry A. Eckert: Rev, N. T. Edwards; Ruby L. Faucett;
Nellle W. Keen, care Beott Keen; Amos C. Ma le. John Neal, care
Robert Neal ; Arthur (‘ Piekerlng. Cecil B, Plckerlns William J.
dall; Reba Randall; A. Reynolds; Agnes R. Sarmt Prof. R. B.
Smith ; Estelle swvens ‘eare Alfred J. Stevens; Albert K. Tanner ; Emif
Tanner ; Parmelic Tanner ; Anna M. Todd, care Joseph Todd Chnrles G.
Wumer, 637 North Washington Avenue; May L. No
Washington Avenuc ; Herbert E. White ; LauraA Yale; Edlﬁe
514 East Bailey Street; Elizabeth R. Saxman, 140 Newlin Etreet Jmia

. Bmith, 516 East Camillia Street.

EXCHANGE LANXDS FOR SCHOOL BECTIONS IN RESERVATIONS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 5068) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to exchange lands for school sections within an Indian, mili-
tary, national forest, or other reservation, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the bill at length.

Mr. MANN and Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota reserved the
right to object.

fornin will ask tfo have this go over without prejudice. It is
pretty late in the day, and I do not know whether anybody
is to object or not, but I want to be heard for a few moments
upon the bill.

Mr. RAKER. I am perfectly willing to do so, but this is
the last bill that will be taken up.

Mr. MANN. It is?

Mr. LAFFERTY. How does the gentleman know?
got a bill on the calendar.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman speaks by the card. But I can
say to him that we are not going to take this one up. I think
there are several little bills, however, that gentlemen would
like to get through which are unobjected to. If this comes up
it will take some little time. It is a Senate bill, and I shall
ask for the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the
regular order, and the regular order is, Is there objection?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, unless I am
permitted to reserve an objection I will make it, but I am
perfectly willing to reserve it.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, along early in the afternoon,
when a companion House bill to this was up and had a good
chance to be considered, the gentleman from Illinois suggested
that we let it go by, so that we could take up the Senate bill.
Now, does not the gentleman think it would be right to let the
gentleman from California take up his bill, because he lost his
opportunity early in the day?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not lose his opportunity; he
had no opportunity.

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Illineis will remember
the conversation.

Mr. MANN. I remember the facts and the conversation.

Mr. FERRIS. Have I misstated them?

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman has, but he has
drawn an inference that ought not to be drawn from the facts.
I do not think there is any necessity of wasting time in taking
the bill up to-night. I do not desire to sit here late in the even-
ing, but I wish to be heard for a few moments on the bill if it is
taken up. If that is not satisfactory to the gentleman from
California, I will ask for the regular order.

Mr. FERRIS. I think it would follow from the fact that the
gentleman from Illinois suggested that

Mr, MANN. I did not suggest anything, because I was going
to object to the House bill. The gentleman had a Senate bill in
another place on the calendar.

Mr. FERRIS. That is precisely what I said.

Mr. MANN. There was no act of bad faith.

Mr. FERRIS. I did not charge that.

Mr. MANN. Waell, I think the gentleman rather intimated it.

Mr, FERRIS. Ob, not at all. The gentleman is never in bad
fail:h. I merely thought it would appeal to him.

e SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I object.

BEOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was Senate joint resolution 156, to appoint George Gray a mem-
ber of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution.

The Clerk read the Senate joint resolution, as follows:

Reaolued ete., That the vacancy In the Board of Regents of the Smith-
gonian Insti tfon. in the class other than Members of Congress, shall
be filled by the reappointment of George Gray, a citizen of Delaware,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to a third reading,
was read the third time, and passed.

ENEOLLED BILL SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of
the following title:

8.3176. An act to regulate the immigration of aliens to and
the residence of aliens in the United States.

FINAL PAYMENT FOR LANDS, UMATILLA BRESERVATION, OREG.

The next business on, the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill 8. 3225, an act providing when patents shall issue
to the purchasers or heirs of certain lands in the State of
Oregon.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That all ?ersons who have heretofore purchased
any of the lands of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, in the State of
Oregon, and have made or shall make full and final l?ﬂﬁyment therefor
in eonf'ormity with the acts of Congress of March 3, 5, and of July
respecting the sale of such lands, shall be entitled to receive
tent iheretor u;t).gn suhmittin satiafactory proof to the Secretary of
ge Interior that the un P are not susceptible
of cultivation or residence, and are exclus vely grazing lands, incapable
of any profitable use other than for grazing purposes.

I have
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S8ec. 2. That where a party entitled to claim the benefits of this act
dies before securing a patent therefor, it shall be competent for the
executor or administrator of the estate of such party, or one of the
heirs, to make the necessary proofs and payments therefor to complete
the same ; and the patent in such cases shall be made In favor of the
heirs of the deceased purchaser and the title to eald lands shall inure
to such helrs as If their names had been especially mentioned.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. FERRRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con-
sider the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third
time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Ferris, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

T0 INCREASE THE EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 24225) to amend an act entitled “An act to
reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the
Navy and Marine Corps of the United States,” approved March
3, 1899.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, to save time, unless the gentle-
wan from Texas asks to have this passed over, I shall object.

Mr. GREGG of Texas. If the gentleman from Illinois is going
to object, I ask that it be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

TITLE TO CERTAIN LAND IN BALDWIN COUNTY, ALA.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 11478) to quiet title and possession with re-
spect to a certain unconfirmed and located private land claim
in Baldwin County, Ala., in so far as the records of the General
Land Office show said claim to be free from conflict,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto. That all the right, title, and interest of the United
States in and to the lands situate in section 44, township 1 north,
range 2 east, and section 49, tow‘nshi‘{s 1 north, range 1 east, contain-
ing 630.97 acres, in Baldwin County, Ala, known as the Francis Girard

rant, shall be, and the same are, in so far as the records of the
jeneral Land Office show the said land fo be free from conflict, hereby
directed to be granted, released, and relinquished by the United States,
in fee simple, to the respective owner or owners of the equitable titles
thereto nng to their heirs and nsslgns forever as freely and completely,
in every respect whatever, as could be done by patents issued therefor
according to law.
8Ec. 2. That nothing In this act shall in any manner abridge, divest,
impalr, injure, or prejndice any valid right, title, or interest of any
n or persons in or to any portion or part of the lands mentioned

the midp‘ilrst section, the true intent of this bill being to relinquish
and abandon, grant, give, and concede any and all right, interest, and
estate, in law or equity, which the United States is or is supposed to be
entitled to in mcg lands, in favor of all persons, estates, firms, or
corporations who would be the true and lawful owners of the same
under the laws of the State of Alabama, including the laws of prescrip-
tion, in the absence of the said interest and estate of the United States.

Sec. 3. That the Department of the Interior shall cause patents to
fssue for such lands, and such patents shall issue in the name of the
original claimant, and when issued shall be held for the use and benefit
of the true and lawful owner or owners, as provided in sections 1 and 2
of this act,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to have the gentleman tell us what this is.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, this bill seeks to acquire title
to about 414.5 acres of land that were acquired under the Girard
grant. It was always assumed that the grant was confirmed by
the act of 1819, but the Interior Department says that is not
true. It says it was not approved. The bill only seeks to con-
firm the title to that portion of the grant which is not in con-
flict, and the Interior Department says that the 414.5 acres are
not in conflict. The Interior Department in its letter suggests
an amendment to the end that the Federal Government will
not be seeking to confer title to some one, being left in the atti-
tude of an insurer of title. We have modified the bill and
amended it so that it meets with the approval of the department.
The department’s letter is of date July 24, 1912, signed by the
Assistant Secretary, Samuel Adams. He recommends it. The
bill was before his predecessor, Mr. Ballinger, and he recom-
mended it. The land has been occupied and owned and held for
so0 long that I think there can be no possible objection to the
bill. The same care about confirmations and perfecting of title
did not prevall then that is now present. There can be no pos-
sible objection to the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar,

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in the House asg in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: =

Page 2, strike out ot
ratiogs, who would beu?ﬁeit:'l?ed;gge lratwl'gf ?w%%mesot?tte:é garg:' fﬁagﬁ'fnoé
laws of Alabama, including the laws of prescription had the private-
land elaim of the sald Francis Girard been confirmed by the th sec-
tion of the act of March 3, 1819 (3 Stat., 528).”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The' amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Fegris, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURT AT NEWARK, N, J.

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was
the bill (H. R. 25094) to amend section 96, chapter 5, of the
act of Congress of March 3, 1911, enfitled “ The Judicial Code.”

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That section 96, chapter 5, of the act of Con-
vess approved March 3, 1911, and therein deslgnated * The Judicial
Jode,"” be amendcd so that the same shall read as follows:

“ 8pc. 96. The State of New Jersey shall constitute one judicial dis-
trict, to be known as the district of Néw Jersey. Terms of the district
court shall be held at Newark on the third Tucsday in January, the
first Tuesday in May, and the third Tuesday in October, and at Trenton
on the first Tuesday in April, the third Tuesday in September, and the
first Tuesday in December. The clerk of the court for the distriet of
New Jersey shall maintain an office, in charge of himself or a deputy,
at Newark and at Trenton, each of which offices shall be kept open at
all times for the transaction of the business of the court; and the
marshal shall also maintain an office, in charge of himself or a deputy
at Newark and at Trenton, each of which offices shall be kept Dpeu,

at all times for the transaction of the business of the court.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.
What is the necessity for holding court at Newark?

Mr. McCOY. Mr, Speaker, the necessity arises from the fact
that most of the business done in the United States courts in
the district of New Jersey arises in the northern counties.
More than half of the population of the State is in those north-
ern counties and still there is no term of court held except in
Trenton.

Mr. MANN. I suppose this bill was prepared after some con-
sideration and possibly consultation. It was introduced on
Janupary 15, reported on January 28, and nearly every date that
was in the original bill is changed by amendments. Is this in
conformity with the wishes of the people over there?

Mr. McCOY. Mr. Speaker, the bill as introduced provided
for six terms, three in one place and three in another, but after
consultation with the two judges of the United States district
courts and with attorneys in the northern part of the State it
was agreed that the four terms would be sufficient—two in
Newark and two in Trenton.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. This bill is on the Union Calendar.

Mr. McCOY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that it be
considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 10, page 1, strike out the words * the third Tuesday in Janu-
ary“']' ngd tilim word “ May " and insert in place of the word * May " the
word “April."”"

1, page 1, strike out the word “ third” and insert in place
thereof the word “ first,”” Strike ont the word ** October " and insert in
place thereof the word “ November."

Line 1, fm@ 2, strike out the words “ first Tuesday In April the" and
ithe word * September ™ and insert in place of the word * Beptember "
the word * January.”

Lines 2 and 3;'dpage 2, strike out the word “ first " and Insert in place
thereof the wo “gecond.” Strike out the word * December” and
insert in place thereof the words * September of each year.”

The SPEAKER, The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ments,

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and
third reading of the Dbill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. McCoy, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table,
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BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BATON ROUGE, LA.

" The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (I. R. 25762) for the construction of a bridge
across the Mississippi River at or near Baton Rouge, La.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Baton Rouge Bridge & Terminal Co., &
corporation organized under the lnws of the State of Louisiana, its sue-
cessors and assigns, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge, and all aggroaches thereto, aeross the Mis-
sissippl River at or near the city of Baton Rouge, La., at a point suit-
able to the Interests of navigation, in accordance with the provisions
of an act entitled “An aet to regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906: Provided, That said
bridge shall be so constructed, maintained, and operated tﬁu.t. in addl-
tion to its use for rallroad tralns and trolley cars, it shall provide for
a separate roadway and approaches and continuous use by the p
as a highway bridge, to be used for all kinds of highway traffic and
travel, for the transit of which reasonable rates of toll may be charged
and received, but no rate for passage of a single passenger on a railroad
irain shall exceed 25 eents,

SEc. 2. That the Interstate Commerce Commission shall have author-
ity to make rules and regulations for the use of this bridge by any
other common earrier engaged in interstate commerce at any time any
other such common carrier may desire to use it jointly, and the Inter-
state Commerce Commission is authorized to fix charges for any such
jolnt use, and such charges shall be based upon the relation that the
yroportionate use of each carrier bears to the interest of the net income
}rom the sale of bonds to the amount of the actual cost of construction.

SEc. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved. v

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
notice the War Department reports that this bill is in the usual
form, which it is not. T would like to ask the gentleman who
las charge of the bill why there is a departure in this bill
from the usual form with reference to bridge bills, and why we
should pass a bill authorizing the charge of 25 cents to each
passenger on a train crossing the bridge. The bill says not to
exceed 25 cents, and I assume it is 25 cents. I would like to
ask why it is not left within the control of the War Depart-
ment, which would have conirol under the general bridge act
withount this specific provision in it?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois
will notice that the committee has stricken out that portion of
ihe bill to which he refers.

Mr. MANN. 1 did not hear the genileman.

Mr. BROUSSARD, I =said the gentleman from Illinois will
notice that the commiitee has stricken out that portion of the
bill to which he refers.

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it has done
nothing of the kind; the gentleman is mistaken. The committee
hias reported striking out section 2, but what I refer to is in
ihe first section, under the proviso, the last part of whieh reads,
“put no rate for passage for a single passenger on a railroad
train shall exceed 25 cents.”

Mr. BROUSSARD. The proviso reads:

Provided, That said bridge shall be so constructed, maintained, and
operated that, in addition to Its use for raliroad trains and trolley cars,
it shall provide for a separate roadway and agprmchm and continuous
use by the ‘gublic as a highway bridge, to be used for all kinds of
highway trafiic and travel, for the transit of which reasonable rates of
toll may be charged and received. but no rate for passage of a single
passenger on a rallroad train shall exceed 25 cents.

Mr. MANN. The last part is what I read.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Now, the gentleman asks, as I under-
stand it, why the 25 cents was put in this bill. It was only a
restriction upon the charges that may be placed upon pas-
sengers going across this bridee.

Mr. MANN. Well, I think it would be construed as anthority
to charge 25 cents, whereas without that provision the War De-
partment may determine that 10 cents is enough, as it prob-
ably is.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am perfectly willing for that to go
out, if the charge seems to be too high, because what we are
seeking to secure by this bill is a bridge across the Mississippi
River where five great roads run to the river at a little town
across from the capital of the State, Port Allen, and to be per-
mitted to eross the river on a bridge provided for by this com-
pany organized for that purpose, and if the charge for passen-
gers be too high in the gentleman’s opinion, I am perfectly will-
ing to eliminate that eharge. In faet, ns the gentleman will see
by section 2, we wanted the Interstate Commerce Commission
to fix the charge.

Mr. MANN. I take it it is a railroad and wagon bridge.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes; that is what it is.

Mr. MANN., That is all covered in the general bridge act
without this proviso in the bill

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am perfectly willing to strike out the
proviso. We wanted the commission to regulate the charges on
this bridge as we originally introduced the bill, but the Inter-

state Commerce Committee thought proper to strike out that
provision,

Mr. MANN. The gentleman may not understand that under
the general bridge law the Secretary of War can regulate this
absolutely.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Without any specific declaration?

Mr. MANN. Without any specific declaration at all

M:'. BROUSSARD. I should welcome the gentleman's amend-
ment,

Mr. MANN. They have that authority, and that is far better
for the security of the people than even the Interstate Com-
merce Commission.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will strike ouf that portion of the bill
which limits the charge which shall be made for passengers
go;ggeover the bridge. What we are seeking to do is to get the

I 3

Mr. MANN. T think the gentleman would be a great deal bet-
ter off if he would move to strike out the proviso in section 1.
He will be in better position to get the bridge.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the
proviso in section 1. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
this bill?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to objeet, I would like to ask the gentleman how far this
bridge would be from the city of New Orleans?

Mr, BROUSSARD. It will be about 80 miles up the river.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, That is, the distance from
New Orleans to the capital of Louisiana?

Alr. BROUSSARD. From New Orleans to Baton Rouge.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it to be a fixed bridge or a
drawbridge?

Mr. BROUSSARD. It will be a drawbridge, and a modern
one that will not interfere with navigation on the river.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not want to interfere
with the gentleman’s project nor his section of the country, but
the Government is spending large sums of money on the im-
provement of the Mississippl River for a distance, all told, of
about 2,500 miles from the Lakes to the Gulf, and the distance
from Baton Rouge to New Orleans, as the gentleman has stated,
is about 80 imiles, so that this bridge would probably be the
southernmost bridge on the Mississippl River up to the present
time. I wanted to ask about the navigation. The gentleman
says the bridge would be constructed so it would not impede
the navigation, and that it would be a drawbridge so that
masted vessels might get through., Has the gentleman any infor-
mation with regard to the effect of this bridge and its abutments
upon floods that occasionally break out in this vicinity on the
Mississippi River?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, to be perfectly frank with
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], I have not that
information beyond this, that the people who are interested are
not interested because they propose to have any stock in this com-
pany organized in Louisiana to build the bridge, but bhecanse
of the fact that the people in that section of Louisiana where I
live ean, by virtue of this proposition, get to New Orleans, by
retraeing the line of railroad west, an hour earlier; and so will -
the mail reach westerh Louisiana and southeastern Texas one
hour sooner than it does now by crossing on the ferry at New
Orleans. So that, inasmuch as the people whose lands are sub-
ject to overflow are petitioning for this bridge to be built in
order to convenience them in their travel, and to convenience
the mail in reaching destination in that pepulous section of the
country, I judge that they have considered the matter, and if
they are not fearful of any results that might come from any
impedimernt of the flow of the river fo the sea, by which there
might be a greater danger in protecting their lands from over-
flow, we should not be. ;

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Baton Rouge is on compara-
tively high ground, is it not? Does it not stand well up above
the river?

Mr. BROUSSARD. It stands well up above the river. In
fact, Baton Rouge is on a hill, and we who come from the side
of the river where I live—the wesiern side of the river—will
have to meet very high hills on the Baton Rouge side, the east-
ern or capital side of the river, and this bridge will have to be
built so as to meet the ridge above the capitol. I want to say to
the genfleman from Pennsylvania, besides that, that the War
Department has recommended that this bill be passed.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; I have seen that in the
report.

Mr. BROUSSARD. It will not interfere with mavigation,
according to the United States engineers, but besides that it
gives a quicker access to New Orleans, which, in my judgment,
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will be the city to which all the trade of the Mississippi River
Valley will come after the Panama Canal is completed. All the
western country that is reached by the Texas & Pacific Railroad
and by the Southern Pacific Railroad will find its terminus in
order to reach these markets, whether on the Atlantic side of
South and Central America or on the Pacific side of South and
Central America, and in the Orient as well. And the Frisco
system, that recently has come to Port Allen, is anxious to cross
the river and get on to the western side and carry freight on to
the Pacific coast.

Besides the Colorado Southern and other roads, five in all,
as I am informed, meet at that point just across the river
from Baton Rouge, being able to cross by bridge, will reach
the Atlantic seaboard, and reach the Panama Canal, and reach
the western part of this hemisphere, and reach the Orient as
well. All of these roads centering at Port Allen, across from
Baton Rouge, will be able to save 1 hour in crossing so far as
passengers are concerned, and possibly 24 hours in erossing so
far as freight is concerned, and get on the other side of the
river and reach their destination so much the sooner.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I sincerely trust that that
development will take place, but I want to call the attention
of the gentleman to the fact that 2,500 miles of this navigaion
will land up against this bridge, once constructed, and if it
impedes the commerce that is being carried on on this navigable
stream it would be a serious matter.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order.
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. Is there
objection ?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman does not
want to destroy this bill.

Mr. MANN. I call for the regular order.

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will not
destroy this bill.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and if any-
body objects, the bill will be stricken from the calendar.

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. HEvery Member has the
right to call for the regular order when he chooses.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
inquiry.

('ll‘htla.y SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In view of the demand for the
regular order, is it not in order to make the point that no
quorum is present?

The SPEAKER. It is always in order to make that point.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland moves that
the House adjourn.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I trust the gentleman will withhold that
motion until I can submit a request.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I will withhold my motion, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The demand for the regular
order is a closure measure. I do not wish to defeat the measure
that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Brousgarp] has in
hand. .

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. Let
it go over until next week.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
this bill.

Mr. MANN. TUnless the gentleman himself objects to it, it
does not go off the calendar.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that ihis bill go over until next week without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?

There was no objection.

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at
10.30 o'clock to-morrow morning.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz-
GeErALD] asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns
to-day it adjourn until 10,30 o'clock to-morrow morning. Is
there objection?

Mr. MANN. We have not got through the appropriation bills,
and we shall have to meet at 9 o’clock pretty soon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Alr, Speaker, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, Burresox] asked me to announce that the House will sit
late to-morrow night in order to finish the District of Columbi
appropriation bill 2

I do not want to prejudice

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

By unanimous consent, the Committee on the Library was
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. It.
28575) to provide a commission to secure plans and designs
for a bridge as a memorial of peace and union, to be known as
the “ Grant-Lee Bridge,” and to be constructed across the Poto-
mac River from a point in the city of Washington near the site

| selected by law for a memorial for Abraham Lincoln to the

national cemetery at Arlington, in the State of Virginia, and the
same was referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr, Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 4
minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with the order pre-
viously made, adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February
4, 1013, at 10 o'clock and 30 minutes a. m.

o]
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred, as follows:

1. A letter from the president of the East Washington Heights
Traction Railroad Co., transmitting annual report of said com-
pany for the year ending December 31, 1912 (H. Doec. No. 1332) ;
tcvlthz{1 Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be
printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting memoran-
dum report of the Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, giv-
ing a list of useless papers pertaining to said bureau (H. Doc.
No. 1335) ; to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive
Papers and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the president of the Washington Gas Light
Co., transmitting annual report of said company for the year
ending December 31, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 1338) ; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia and ordered fo be printed.

4. A letter from the president of the Washington & 01d Domin-
ion Railroad, transmitting annual report of said company for
the year ending December 31, 1912 (H. Doc. No. 1334) : to the
Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be
printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Vermillion River, La., and channel to connect Vermil-
lion River with the inland waterway between Franklin and
Mermentau, at Schooner Bayou (H. Doc. No. 1336) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed
with illustrations,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. CARY, from the Commitiee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill (8. 7509) to authorize the exten-
sion of Twenty-fifth Street SE. and White Place, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1433),
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memnio-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 28600) to authorize the Lin-
coln Memorial Commission to procure a plan and design for a
memorial bridge across the Pofomae River; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. McKELLAR : A bill (H. R. 28601) for the purchase of
a site and erection of a public building in the city of Memphis,
Shelby County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. It. 28602) to au-
thorize the Secretary of War to make an agreement with the
Municipal Electric Co., a corporation, for the disposal of the
hydreelectric power developed by the dam between St. Paul and
Minneapolis, Minn. ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 28603) to
amend an act entitled “An act making appropriations for sun-
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1899, and for other purposes,” approved July 1, 1808;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. COVINGTON : A bill (H. R. 28604) for the purchase
of a site and the erection of a Federal building at Salisbury,
Md. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
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By Mr. CARTER : A bill (II. R. 28605) for the purchase of a
building and lot as a mine rescue station at McAlester, Okla.; to
the Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 28606) to
authorize the sale and disposition of a portion of the surplus
and unallotted lands in Todd County, in the Ilosebud Indian
Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, and making appro-
priation and provision to carry the same into effect; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 28607) making ap-
propriations for the Diplomatic and Consular Service for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1914 ; to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 28608) to provide the
Government with means sufficient to supply the national want
of a sound circulating medium; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (I R. 28609) providing
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building
at Northfield, Minn. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. GARNER : Resolution (H. Res. S808) requesting the
Attorney General to transmit to the House of Representatives
certain information; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Resolution (IL Res. 809) requesting
information of the President as to practicability of extending a
2.cent letter postage rate similar to that in force with Great
Britain and Germany to other European countries desiring the
same: to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Memorial from the Leg-
islature of the State of South Dakota requesting the Secretary
of the Interior to revise the rules governing right to lease and
manner of leasing allotted Indian lands; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of South Dakota, ask-
ing Congress to amend the 320-acre homestead law, known as
the Mondell bill, so as to include the remaining Government
lands in South Dakota; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota : Memorial from the Legis-
lature of the State of South Dakota, requesting the Secretary
of the Interior to revise the rules governing right to lease and
manner of leasing allotted Indian lands; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of South Dakota, asking
Congress to amend the 320-acre homestead law, known as the
Mondell Lill, so as to include the remaining Government lands
in South Dakota; to the Committee on the PPublic Lands.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial from the Legis-
lature of North Carolina, memorializing the Congress of the
United States to pass the Webb-Kenyon-Sheppard bill relative to
shipping liquors into prohibition territory; to the Commitiee on
the Judiciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 28610) to remove
the charge of desertion from the military record of William H.
Harlow, alias John Deen; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R, 28611) to remove the charge
of desertion from the record of Rlobert J. McConkey; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 28612) granting a pension to
Daniel Donovan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. IR, 28613) to construe
the name of E. T. Bourger, as the same appears in the report
of Hawkins-Taylor commission in relation to Company I,
Osage County Battalion Missouri Home Guards, to refer to
Joseph Bourgeret of Osage County, Mo.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC. 3

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) ;: Petition of the King County
Democratic Club, of Seattle, favoring the passage of legislation
for the recognition of the Chinese Republic by the United
States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ANSBERRY : Petition of the depariment of agri-
culture of the State of Ohio, Columbus, Ohio, favoring the pas-
sage of legislation making appropriation for Federal cooperation
fonl' the eradication of hog cholera; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of the Ohio State board of
agriculture, favoring the passage of bill for an appropriation
for the cooperation of the Federal Government with the States
in the eradication of the swine plague; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of the Southern Labor Con-
gress, Atlanta, Ga., relative to the treatment of the employees
by the Louisville & Nashyille Railroad; to the Committee on
Labor.

By Mr. CARY : Petition of the Yahr & Lange Drug Co., Mil-
waukee, Wis., protesting against the passage of legislation for
the reduction of tariff on medicinal chemiecals; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Friday Afternoon Club, favoring the pas-
sage of House bill 25685, providing for the labeling and tagging
of all fabrics and articles intended for sale which enter into
interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the United
States, favoring the passage of the Page agriculture and indus-
trial bill (8. 3) ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition ¢f the Philadelphia Coal Exchange, favoring the
passage of legislation for repeal of the mercantile-tax bill; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Retail Hardware Association,
favoring the passage of the Weeks bill (H. It. 27567) for 1-cent
leiter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

By Mr. DANFORTH : Petition of the Central Trades and
Tabor Union Council, Rochester, N. X., favoring the passage of
legislation for enforcing the inspection of locomotive boilers
and safety appliances for railway equipment; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FORDNEY : Petition of the American Flint Glass
Workers' Union, Local Union No. 127, Lancaster, Ohio, protest-
ing against the passage of legislation for the reduction of tariff
on imported glassware; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of John Bodwell, Paxton, III,
favoring the passage of House bill 1339, to inerease the pensions
of veterans of the Civil War who lost an arm or leg; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the National Refining Co., Peoria, 111, favor-
ing the passage of the Weeks bill (H. R. 27567), for a 1-cent
letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Iost Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Columbia Ribbon &
Carbon Manufacturing Co.,, New York, favoring the passagas
of legislation for the reduction of duty on cotton tapes to be
used for typewriter ribbons; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of
New York, protesting against the passage of legislation for
placing the Board of General Appraisers under control of the
Treasury Department; to the Commitiee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ As-
sociation of America, Cineinnati, Ohio, protesting against the
passage of the Kenyon liquor bill, for preventing the shipment of
liquor into dry territories; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of
New York, favoring the passage of legislation for the estab-
lishment of a Weather Bureau station at Sandy Iook; to the
Committee on Appropriations,

By Mr. KAHN : Petition of the Howard Presbyterian Church,
of San Francisco, Cal., and the Ministers’ Union of San Fran-
cisco, Cal., favoring the passage of the Kenyon “ red-light” in-
junction bill for the cleaning up of Washington for the inaugu-
ration; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. ENOWLAND : DPetition of the Methodist Church of
Oakland, Cal, favoring the passage of the Kenyon * red-light”
injunction bill, for the cleaning up of Washington, D. C., for
the inauguration ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of M. S. Becker, commissioner
second district of Albany, N. Y., favoring the passage of Senate
bill 6099, for the establishment of a uniform classification of
freight; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of Richmond,
Minn., protesting against the passage of legislation permitting
the sale of colored oleomargarine for a substitute for butter;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Cross Lake, Minn., asking
for a congressional investigation of the prosecution of the Gov-

ernment of the Appeal to Reason; to the Committee on IExpendi-.

tures in the IPost Office Department.
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By Mr. NYE: Petition of sundry citizens of Minneapolis,
hiinn., favoring passage of legislation for the establishment of
a counsel of national defense; to the committee on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Petition of the Audobon Society
of Rhode Island favoring the passage of the MecLean bill for the
Federal protection of migratory birds; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Richmond Chamber of
Commerce, Richmond, Va., favoring the passage of legislation
for a reform in the present banking system of the United
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of the National Association of Shellfish Com-
missioners, Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of legislation
making appropriations for investigations for the improvement
of the oyster industry; to the Committee on the Alerchant
Marine and Fisherles.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Peiition of citizens of the first district

of Florida favoring the passage of the Jones-Works bill to limit
the number of saloons in the District of Columbia; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.
" By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of sundry citizens of
Columbus, Ohio, favoring the passage of the McLean bill for the
Federal protection of migratory birds; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce
of the United States, favoring the passage of the Page agricul-
tural and industrial education bill (8. 3) for Federal aid for
vocational education; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Algo, petition of the Poughkeepsie Chamber of Commerce,’

Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring the passage of pending legislation
granting a Federal charter to the Chamber of Commerce of the
United States of Ameriea; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the legislative committee of the Philadelphia
Coal Exchange, favoring the passage of legislation for the re-
peal of the mercantile tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Navy League
of the United States, Washington, D. C., favoring the passage of
legislation for reorganizing the personnel of the Navy; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

SENATE.
TuEspay, February 4, 1913.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

Mr. Bacox took the chair as President pro tempore under the
previous order of the Senate,

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings when, on request of Mr. BRaNDEGEE and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved,

RELIEF OF INDIANS ON RAILROAD LAXDS,

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask leave to withdraw as
one of the conferees on the part of the Senate upon the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (8. 5674) for relief of
Indians occnpying railroad lands.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arizona
asks to be excused from further service upon the conference
committee as stated by him. Without objection, he is excused,
and the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr, StoxE] will be ap-
pointed in his stead,

VENTILATION OF SENATE AND HOUSE CHAMBERS (S, DOC. NO. 1061).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Superintendent of the United States Capi-
tol Building and Grounds, transmitting certain information rela-
tive to the better ventilation of the Senate and House Chambers,
which was referred to the Committee on Public Bulldings and
Grounds and ordered to be printed.

EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION RAILROAD (H. DOC. NO. 1332),

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an-
nual report of the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad
for the year ended December 21, 1912, which was referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be
printed.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the

Nenate a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and
Labor, recommending the disposal of certain papers on file in
the Department of Commerce and Labor which have no perma-
nent value or historical interest,

The communication will be referred to the Joint Select Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive.
Departments. The Chair appoints as a committee on the part

of the Senate the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crazxe] and the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Bursmaa].

The Secretary will notify the House of Representatives of the
appointment of the committee on the part of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cross-
ville, TIl, praying for the passage of the so-called Kenyon-Shep-
pag'd interstate liguor bill, which was ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Colby, Kans,, praying for the passage of the so-called Kenyon-
?lﬁppard interstate liquor bill, which was ordered to lie on the
able.

Mr., RICHARDSON presented a petition of the congregation
of the Groome Memorial Methodist Protestant Church, of Lewes,
Del., praying for the passage of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard
interstate liquor bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. ASHURST presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber
of Commerce of Graham County, Ariz., favoring the enactment
of legislation providing for the conservation of the flood waters
of the SBan Francisco and Gila Rivers, ete., which were referred
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid TLands.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Trades Council
of Phoenix, Ariz, favoring the strict enforcement of legislation
providing for the inspection of locomotive boilers and safety
appliances for railway equipment, which were referred to the
Committee on Inferstate Commerce.

He also presented a memorial of the congregations of the
Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Phoenix, Ariz., remonstrat-
ing against the enactment of legislation compelling the obsery-
vance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia,
which was ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. BOURNE. I present a petition signed by 226 residents
of Oregon, praying that the lands now included in the Siuslaw
National Forest Reserve be restored to settlement. I ask that
the form of the petition, but not the signatures, be printed in the
REcorp, and that the petition be referred to the Committee on
Public Lands.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon
asks that the form of the petition, without the signatures, be
printed in the Recorp, and that the petition in its entirety be
referred to the Committée on Public Lands. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

The petition is as follows:

Hon. JoxATHAN BOURNE, JR.,
United States Senator from Oregon:

We, the undersigned residents of the Siuslaw National Forest Reserve,
hereby petition our honorable Senators and Representatives in Congress
to return the Biuslaw National Forest Reserve to settlement, subject
to homestead entries and settlement. In support of our claims we do
hereby state the following reasons: -

Ill'i hat a national forest is a detriment to the people who live in its
vieinity.

2. That all kinds of natural resources within the national forest are
withheld from use. ¥

8. That the national forests are run so as to favor the big man and
not to help the home builder.
st:fl That the homestead is taken away from settlement for ranger

ons.

5. That the forestry officers are opposed to the settlers and are
anxious to keep the country a wilderness by reporting against all elaims
whether good or bad.

6. That the forestry
about the West.

7. That the timber sales are handled in the interest of monopoly for
the Lumber Trust,

8. That the forest reserve prohibiis settlement and Improvement,
thereby reducing the amount of taxes for schools and ronds, which are
greatly needed in the Biuslaw National Forest.

Dated this — day of 2

, 1912,

Mr. SIMMONS. T present a joint resolution passed by the
General Assembly of North Carolina, declaring the views of
that body with reference to interstate passenger and frelght
rates and charges. I ask that the joint resolution be printed
in the Rrecorp and referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce. '

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

A joint resolution declaring the views of the General Assembly of
orth Carolina with reference to interstate passenger and freight
rates and charges, and for other purposes,

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate canewrring) :

First. That In the view of the tieneral Assembly of North Carolina,
Congress should declare illegal, under any and all circumstagyces, any
greater clmrie by any Jublie-service company for transporting passen-
ers or rml¥ ts of a given kind and guantity a shorter distance than

charged for trnnsporumiulhe same a longer distance in the same
direction when the shorter haul is included in the longer,

Second. That the Sepators amnd Representatives in Congress from
this State be, h
su{:port a bill repealing the first and second proviso to section 4 of the
interstate-commerce act and to support such other amendments as

STATE OF OREGON, County of Lane.

officials are eastern theorists who know nothing

and they are hercby, requested and respectfully urged to -
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